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CHAPTER I
INTRODUCTION
Before 1912, "the Nebraska delegates to the national 
party conventions were chosen by state conventions, dominated
1
by the local bosses. The presidential preference primary law 
now effective for the first time, provided for popular choice 
of delegates, and left the politicians guessing, as to the 
character of those delegations. There were indications in 
October, 1911, that the Nebraska republicans favored William 
Howard Taft and Robert M. La Follette. The democratic situa­
tion was far more complex. The followers of William Jennings 
Bryan were divided about equally between Woodrow Wilson and 
Champ Clark, while Bryan was friendly to both. Democratic 
organization leaders, particularly in Omaha, were antagonis­
tic to Bryan, and favored the nominaition of Governor Judson 
Harmon of Ohio.'" Bryan, three times the democratic candidate 
for president, declared in an address at Kansas City early 
in October, 1911, that he was not a candidate for the 
president of the United States.° Bryan’s general purpose
^Appendix I, p. 150
2Angus McSween, “Outside Looks in Nebraska Politics,1 
reprinted by The Lincoln Daily Star, October 13, 1911, from 
Philadelphia North American (ca. 0ctober 10, 1911).
5The Lincoln Daily Star, October 3, 1911.
1
was to advocate progressive policies designed to bring about 
the nomination of a progressive candidate.4
The split in the democratic party of Nebraska was 
evident in Bryan's speech at Norfolk in March, 1912. Here 
the great orator made the following statement concerning 
Nebraska's democratic senator, Gilbert M. Hitchcock: I
found fifteen years ago he was fighting me. I have worked 
for twenty years to make a democrat out of the World Herald 
editor, only to find him to be a backslider.n
Hitchcock's support of the wet group at the democrat­
ic state convention at Grand Island in 1910 had defeated 
Bryan, and now the two leaders were battling; for control of 
the state organization. Omaha was the headquarters for the 
wet group, and Hitchcock, with his World Herald, the center
rj
of influence.0
Lack of unity among the Nebraska, republicans was 
revealed by the pre-convention statements of their leaders, 
that there was no chance of Taft's re-election, even if he
7were nominated, and they stated he v/ouid not carry Nebraska. 
The cold reception Taft had received on his trip to Nebraska 
in the fall of 1911 showed plainly that the state was not
4MeSween, op. cit.
^Morning torId Herald, Omaha, Maron 28, 1912.
UA. M. Sheldon, Nebraska, The Land and the People, 
(Chicago, New York: The Lewis publishing Comoany, 1951) ,
Vol. I, p. 872.
7The Lincoln Daily Star, December 19, 1911.
5in sympathy with his record.8 In May, 1911, the Nebraska
progressive republican league instructed Franklin A. Shotv;ell
of Omaha, the league secretary, to write Colonel Roosevelt,
asking his permission to start a movement to bring about his
nomination for a third term. Roosevelt answered Shotwell in
a straight-forward manner: 1 Any such movement, as that you
suggest, would very deeply embarrass me, and I must insist
that you, and any other friends I have, shall do all in their
9power to prevent any such movement.”
On December 21, 1911, secretary of state Addison Wait
received a petition from Omaha proposing Theodore Roosevelt
as the republican presidential candidate. The list of signers
was headed by John 0. Yeiser, a political lieutenant^ of
Victor Rosewater, republican national committeeman from
Nebraska. Rosewater, who was editor of the Omaha Bee, was in
V/ashington at the time. He issued the statement that Yeiser
was formerly a populist, and that Nebraska was a "sure
enough Taft state.” He added that the regular republicans
11
had carried the state by 10,000 in the November election.
Nebraska1s republican governor, Chester H. Aldrich, 
declared himself for La Follette, October 2, 1911, in a 
letter to Ross Hammond, internal collector of revenue at
o
Morning World Herald, Editorial, October 5, 1911.
-The Omaha Daily Bee, Morning, March 5, 1912.
~^ The Lincoln Daily Star, December 21, 1911.
11Morning World Herald, December 23, 1911.
4Fremont, Nebraska; MI am for Senator La Follette for 
president of the United States, and I donft care who knows
*1 o|j L  jO
A Roosevelt national committee was seL up in Chicago,
January 51, 1912. After a visit to Roosevelt, the committee
president, Alexander H. Revell, called a meeting for February
10, at Chicago. Aldrich was one of the eight governors to
attend this meeting. A resolution was adopted, calling on
15Roosevelt to run for president.
George W. Norris of MeCook, republican congressman 
from the fifth Nebraska district, displayed his progressive­
ness in leading the insurgent republicans and democrats in 
the national house to a victory over ,,Cannonismu in March,
1910. Norris was vice-president of the national republican
14progressive league.
The sudden physical breakdown of La Follette on 
February 2, while making an address in Philadelphia, vir­
tually put him out of the presidential race, and brought the
15
popular demand for Roosevelt into the open.
In the late fall of 1911, party leaders realized 
that as the progressive republicans of the state voted, so
^ The Lincoln Daily Star, October 2, 1311.
^Victor Rosewater, B- a c k St a g e in 1,912 , (Phila­
delphia; Dorranee & Co., 1952), p. 41.
■^Stephen B. Kahn and Richard L. Newberger, The 
Life of George W. Norris» (New York; The Vanguard press, 
19577, P. 42.
1^Rosewater, cp. cit. . p. 40, recitlriR North 
American, February 4, 1912.
would, go the state. The democrats were begging for this 
vote. The only man who had received the endorsement of
1 a
Bryan was La Follette. The republican party in Nebraska 
was so predominately progressive that it could not be said 
to be divided into progressive republican and stand-pat 
factions. The direct primary, no passes and railroad rate 
legislation was the substance of the organized progressive 
movement, and it had all come with the united action of the 
republicans. Direct legislation was secured in the legisla­
ture of 1911 by the efforts of five-sixths of the republi­
cans and one-fourth of the democrats. The World Herald had 
supported the democratic majority, the Bryan forces had led 
the minority. Now the progressive republicans were split
over the question of renominating Taft. These anti-Taft
17republicans were ardently wooed by the democrats.
1 6The Examiner, Omaha, December 16, 1911.
i 7
The Nebraska State Journal, Lincoln, 
November 2, 1911.
CHAPTER II
THE PRIMARIES
The Nebraska primaries in 1912 presented numerous 
points of competition in botn the republican and demo­
cratic parties. The democratic situation was marked by 
coniiict and confusion. The question was Bryan or anti- 
Bryan. The chief fight in the republican faction centered 
over the choice of candidates for president, together with 
a hard contest over the United States senatorial candidates 
Developments for the most part were to the advantage of 
the extreme progressive wings of both parties.
The program of the progressives in each of the old 
parties was a series of compromise efforts to limit the 
domination of organized capital and to increase the income 
ana power of the common individual* Conservative citizens 
observed the movement with alarm. They had rejoiced when 
Bryan was three times defeated for president. The progress 
ive movement sprang from a number of sources which united 
and formed a party. The movement was a permanent and suc­
cessful one, while the party was a failure.
The first interest in Nebraska, as the campaign of 
1912 drew near, was the fight for control of the democratic 
party in tne state. Those who had 1 steam-rollered” Bryan
7at tne G-rana Islana convention of 1910 were on the "anxious” 
seat.x To secure a democratic victory in 1912, they knew 
tney would need tne help of W. J. Bryan. Their strategy was 
to secure a democratic candidate who would receive Bryan*s 
support and be under their control. Both the democratic and 
republican parties were actively bidding for the support of 
this progressive element. There was a general suspicion 
that tne same special interests which gave Taft his chief 
strength, and which were expected to force his renomination, 
would strive with equal vigor to bring about the nomination 
of Harmon by the democrats.^ It was this feeling that 
strengthened the talk of a third ticket in Nebraska.
Victor Rosewater was elected to the Republican Na­
tional Committee by the Republican Convention of 1908. On 
December 11, 1911, Rosewater attended a meeting of this body 
as a member of the committee on arrangements, and as a mem­
ber of a committee appointed to deal with problems growing 
out of direct primary legislation in the numerous states. 
Rosewater, who had been active in securing the adoption of 
the Nebraska primary law, voted for Senator Borah's resolu­
tion to "provide for direct selection of delegates and 
preferential vote on presidential candidates in other states."
^-Addison Sheldon, Nebraska, the Land ana tne People.
^McSween, "Outside Looks in Nebraska Politics." 
Reprinted by The Lincoln Daily Star, October 13, 1911.
Rosewater was one or tne seven wno voted for the resolution, 
tnree of wnom later became members of tne Roosevelt group.
Tne committee as a wnole was not in favor of sucn a radical 
departure, but it did insert a clause, sanctioning tne elec­
tion of delegates according to state primary law, "ii tne 
state committee or any sucn congressional committee so direct." 
At tnis meeting, governor Jonn F. Hill oi Maine, tne committee 
cnainnan, named Rosewater vice-cnairman of tne National Com­
mittee. Tne appointment was made with tne approval of Frank 
Hitcneock, tne retiring committee chairman. Cnicago was 
chosen as tne convention city; tne date of tne assembly, June 
18, 1812.
All attempts to disguise tne fact tnat a concerted 
move was on foot, looking to tne nomination of Roosevelt as 
republican presidential candidate, was dropped, as members 
of tne republican national committee were sounded as to tne 
feasibility of his nomination.^ On Marcn 10, 1912, tne com­
mittee chairman, John F. Hill, died, and Rosewater, according 
to precedent, was appointed acting chairman of the republican 
national committee by William Hayward, the committee secretary. 
Rosewater1s position as chairman placed him at the very nub 
of tne republican political wheel, since in tnis capacity, it 
fell to him to preside over tne sessions relative to disputed
^Rosewater, o p . cit.
^Tne Commoner, December 19, 1911, p. 2.
9convention seats, to open tne republican national convention 
ana guide it tnrougn to its permanent organization.
Tnat tne La Follette wing or tne republican party in 
Nebraska woula be represented by a full set of candidates in 
tire April primaries was obvious in December, 1^11.6 Tne La 
Follette state league, organized early in September, 1911, was 
tne first to form a state organization.6 Tne lea gae president 
was J. J. McCartny of Ponca, and tne secretary, F. p. Corrick. 
McCartny, along witn F. M. Harrison of Lincoln, and otners, 
dad attended tne Cnicago conference in La Follette*s interest, 
October lb, 1911. In December it was claimed tnat one-naif 
tne members of tne regular republican organizations in tne 
various counties were enlisted on tne progressive side.? Tne 
n standpat1 group knew tne sentiment in Nebraska, and politicians 
began tninking about getting Roosevelt's name on tne ballot.
Tne filing of a petition, putting Roosevelt*s name on tne 
Dailot, December 31, 1911, was an expected event. Tnis course 
was intended as a “flank movement, against La Follette, and 
was !,tne step to wiiicn tne Taft leaders in Nebraska nave re­
sorted to save tneir f a c e s . C o n g r e s s m a n  Ceorge W. Norris 
stated tnat tne “only time ne would be for Roosevelt, was wnen
^Tne Lincoln Dally Star, December 22, lull.
6Ibid., December 10, 1911.
?Ibid.
uIbid., December 19, 1911.
9Ibld.
10
La Follette is finally out of the way*
Norris, a republican candidate for United States
senator, told Colonel John 0* Yeiser that his proposition
to divide tne delegation from Nebraska between Roosevelt
and La Follette was impudent in tne extreme.^ Norris, in
a letter to Corrick, the secretary of the La Follette
league stated, “I would not be surprised if some of the Taft
people, especially in Nebraska, would work up a Roosevelt
sentiment simply for tne purpose of trying to beat the
La Follette followers, and it may be tnat if they conclude
the state is going for La Follette, that they will abandon
Taft and organize under a Roosevelt banner simply for the
purpose of getting into the convention where they will then 
i psupport Taft.“
Meanwhile, under the guidance of Rosewater, the “lame 
duck“ brigade of Nebraska, the Taft league, was organized 
November 14, 1911. Ex-congressman E. M. Pollard of Nenawka 
was chosen secretary. Tne sponsors of tne Taft boom gave 
Governor Aldrich a “wide bertn“ as he had committed himself 
for La Follette. Former republican senator, E. J. Burkett,
j g
who v/as cool toward Taft, was also left out of their plans.
lQThe Omana Daily Bee, Morning, January 31, ly!2.
-^Tne Omaha Dally Bee, Morning, January 31, 1912.
12Morning World Herald, December 23, 1911.
13The Lincoln Daily Star, November 19, 1911.
11
msewater wanted to deteat tne incumbent republican senator 
Norris Brown, but ne aid not want to do it witn congressman 
Norris, Tne Morning World Herald charged that, “Rosewater* s 
knife is out for Brown because the senator has refused to 
obey nis orders in the matter of two or three federal ap­
pointments. . . . therefore, Rosewater and chairman Ben 
Baker of tne Douglas County republican committee have prom­
ised Aldricn the support of the regular organization in 
Omaha. “3*4 Mr. Aldrich had been desirous of securing the re­
publican senatorial nomination for some time, and the above 
article stated that Aldrich*s opposition to Taft was “ma­
terially modified” and his “transports” to La Follette “mo­
derated. “ According to an editorial in the Morning World 
Herald, Aldrich, in an Omaha public meeting, advocated the 
election of Rosewater-machine candidates for the local 
offices.15
Both tne Taft and La Follette factions of the repub­
lican party had numerous meetings, their plans being the 
selection of candidates for delegates acceptable to their 
respective presidential candidates. A general impression was 
given that the progressives and Taft republicans were getting 
together. The Taft group admitted “they were progressive.”16 
John L. Kennedy, chairman of the republican state central
1\lorning World Herald, October 24, 1911.
•^Morning World Herald, November 4, 1911.
16Morning World Herald, Editorial, November 24, 1911.
12
committee mailed out to members of tile committee a letter 
asking them to vote on whether or not delegates and alter­
nates to tne national convention should be elected in the 
primaries.1  ^ Tne letter stated notning about national com­
mitteeman.^ The presumption here was that the "standpat1 
faction was skeptical oi being able to elect their delegates 
to the convention. The Taft organization was made permanent 
in a state mass convention in Lincoln, December 18, 1811; 
tne congressional district and executive committees were 
cnosen.19 Aldrich was not included because of his enmity for 
Taft. This group held another republican convention Jan­
uary 15, 1912, and selected Rosewater as their candidate for 
national committeeman. Candidates for presidential electors 
and candidates for delegates to the national convention were
also cnosen.20
Governor Aldrich had expressed a desire that he go 
on the primary ballot as a delegate nominee2! of both Taft 
and La Follette, but he was not so chosen.22 It had been
17Appendix I , -o. 150.
18The Lincoln Daily Star. January 11, 1912.
l%forning World Herald. December 19, 1911.
2%orning World Herald. January 16, 1912. Also, Ap­
pendix D, pp. 117, 119.
p-|
A ruling made by secretary of state Wait stated 
that no person* s name could be legally printed twice upon the 
ballot at the April primary election. Aldrich had already 
filed for renomination. Lincoln Daily News, December 31, 1911*
22^q rning World Herald, January 16, 1912, p. 1#
13
agreed that Aldrich should have a place on the primary slate 
as convention delegate at large, Alaricn had explained to 
the Taft leaders, 1 tnat he would agree to support Taft if the 
preferential vote of the state were for him, but that, if it 
were not he would feel himself at liberty to support whomever 
the vote mignt be for,1 The slate makers insisted, that when 
a man went on the Taft delegation it was to be wltn tne under­
standing tnat he was to be with Taft first, last, ana all 
tne time, Tne governor told them, Htney had no right to re­
quire any sucn pledge from him, and that they should put him
on their slate or hear from him later on......... « Aldrich
felt tnat ne was the leader of tne republican party in the 
state, and the action of the Taft organization in leaving 
nim off its slate for a delegation to the national convention 
widened the breach between the republican factions more than 
any other one thing.
On January 29, 1912, P. P. Corrick, La Follette state 
league secretary, John 0, Yeiser, who made the Roosevelt 
filing, and Don C. V a n D e u s e n , a  follower of the La Follette 
group, met in Omaha and discussed a syndicate on a ticket to 
the national convention. It was plain that La Follette^
2 6
followers were seriously worried by the Roosevelt movement.
23xbid., January 29, 1913, p. 1*
24rIbid.
25Appendix C, :. I'V?.
26The Omaha Dally Bee, Morning, January 30, 1913, p. 3.
The final touches were put on this union at a conference 
between Aldrich, Frank Harrison, and Yeiser. Corrick, the 
La Follette league secretary who was not present at the 
conference stated, "the campaign for La Follette, as orig­
inally planned, will be continued until the primaries."27 
The La. Follette faction had already secured their candi­
dates for delegates in five of the six d ist r i c t s , a n d  
Corrick stated that the next conference would endorse La 
Follette for president. This move meant, then, the friends 
of Roosevelt would get out of the deal only a chance to help 
elect La Follette. "The Roosevelt men get no representa­
tion on the ticket, but are simply to be hewers of wood and
drawers of water for the Wisconsin senator.
The La Follette*s cohorts met at Lincoln, February 
12, 1912, in a mass convention and nominated delegates'^0 
to oppose the "standpatters." Yeiser wag not present at 
the meeting, and Aldrich was prevented from furthering the 
Roosevelt cause. Aldrich was endorsed for governor; Norris 
was chosen to oppose the Taft candidate, Norris Brown.
R. B. Howell was selected as candidate for republican na- 
tlonal committeeman, as against candidate Rosewater. x In 
answer, Yeiser issued a call from Omaha for all Roosevelt
27The Omaha Daily Bee. Morning, February 8, 1912, p.
^®Ibid., February 7, 1912, p. 3.
^°Ibld.. February 8, 1912, p. 1.
30Appendlx D, 117.
^ Morning World Herald. February 13, 1912, p. 1.
15
supporters to meet tnere February 22, 1912; he had previously 
announced tnat such a convention would be called ii tne La 
Follette meeting did not concede a fair division of tne 
delegates. Yeiser had figured the supporters of the senator 
would join tne Roosevelt group. Now he declared, "the whole 
La Follette machinery appears to be manipulated through some 
head by tne Taft i n f l u e n c e s . T h e  Morning World Herald, 
in an editorial, commented on the republican situation as 
follows:
The La Follette movement threatened to grow too 
formidable for comfort, and Rosewater induced Yeiser to 
drive the Roosevelt bull into tne La Follette pasture, 
tnus create a division ana strengthen Taft, incidentally 
rebounding to tne advantage of Rosewater in his candi­
dacy for national committeeman. Now the bull has 
swallowed La Follette, ana see what he is doing to Taft 
and poor Rosewater. Should tne Roosevelt bull continue 
uncnecfea, what is to prevent Rosewater from jumping 
over Yeiser1s shoulders onto tne bull and declaring 
tnat he has been for T. R. all the time. Indications 
are strong that if tne bull does not stop, Mr. ..Taft is 
likely to lose a valuable newspaper supoorter.^
An editorial in tne Lincoln Star followed tnis 
comment witn:
Only from the perverted mental still tnat pours its 
products througn tne editorial columns of the World 
Herald could tne spiteful suggestions come tnat it was
V. Rosewater who used Mr. Yeiser as a tool for launch­
ing tne Roosevelt boom.H34:
Corrick and other La Follette leaders met witn Gov­
ernor Aiaricn tne aay following Yeiser1s call for tne 
Roosevelt convention in Omaha. "It was a well-known fact
o2‘i<ne Omaha Daily Bee, Morning, February 14, 1912. p. 1.
dbjjorning World Herald, February 15, lyi2.
"S 4*
Tiie Lincoln Dally Star. February Id , lyis.
16
tnat Alarich was of the opinion that the entire La Follette 
delegation, if elected, could easily be turned to Roose­
velt."^ Evidently, tnis meeting was heia to find some 
means of squelcning Yeiser, because the next day Yeiser was 
a visitor at the governor1s office. After this conference 
Yeiser had nothing to say except tnat "everything was ail 
right." Aidricn did not reveal any plans. He stated that 
Yeiser*s Roosevelt convention would be called off and "Yeiser 
would be taken care o f . T h e  meeting of the La Follette 
and Roosevelt forces, and the subsequent arrangements with 
Yeiser, completed the line-up in tne republican party, and 
the republicans filed two sets of electors and two sets of 
delegates for the primaries.^ A petition from Red Willow 
County, the home of Congressman Norris, placed Yeiser1s name 
on the ballot as a candidate for the vice-presidency nomin­
ation.^ Yeiser stated that this move was a plot to keep 
him out of the United States Senate, and wanted to know if 
the "insurgent congressman was behind the latest move." 
However, Yeiser was now in the race to stay, and said he 
had great admiration for tne man who had the foresight in
■<CJ
placing his name on the ticket for second honors.^'
^5The Omaha Dally Bee, Morning, February 16, 1912.
Ibid.. February 17, 1912.
^Appendix D, r> . M ? , ,19.
^ A p p e n d i x  D, 115.
^ Morning World Herald, March 14, 1912.
17
Senator Hitcncock, witn his World Herald, was tne 
leader of tne anti-Bryan faction. Arthur F. Mullen, a 
lawyer from Omaha, and others wno had opposed Bryan at 
Grand Island in 1910, wore now nuroing Clark's interest in 
the primary campaign.40 Hitchcock invited Harmon to Nebraska 
to make public addresses, causing Bryan to announce his 
preference for Clark and Wilson as possible democratic can­
didates for the presidency. Champ Clark had. been a personal 
friend and strong admirer of Bryan, and had supported him in 
all his campaigns, and nad been a speaker at Bryan* s birthday 
celebrations in Lincoln. However, tne more active the boom
for Clark for democratic presidential honors, the less sym-
41pathetic became the response from Mr. Bryan. In November, 
1911, the democratic congressional committee sent Clark to
Ap
Nebraska to speak in support of Dan V. Stephens, candidate
as
for congress in the third district.” Clark stated that, 
"Everybody in the land will be watching for the verdict of 
tnis district. The eyes of the country are upon this dis­
trict......... I believe that the election here will be of
44great importance upon the issues of 1912."
4QIbid., Editorial, March 4, 1912.
41Sneldon, Nebraska, the Land and the People,
Vol., I, p. 873.
4% o  rning World Herald, Editorial, November 1, 1911.
^ C o n g r e s s m a n  James P. Latta died September 11, 1911, 
creating a vacancy.
4% o  rning World Herald, November 1, 1911.
18
Stephens was elected by a large majority. The 
decisive democratic victory was also an insurgent victory. 
Tne democratic vote was "a vote of protest against tne 
st&nd-pat and reactionary record of tno Taft administra­
tion.
Bryan manifested bis progressiveness by voting
against tne seating of James M. Guffey at tne democratic
national committee meeting January 8, 1912, at Washington,
4-6
D. 0.' Guffey's election by the state central committee 
of Pennsylvania Had been rescinded by two-thirds of tne 
democrats in Pennsylvania in 1910, and Mitchell A. Palmer 
had been elected in his place. However, tne national 
committee seated Guffey. Bryan felt tnat the party "could 
not afford to weigh a technicality against the known wishes 
of a state."4  ^ Speaking at the Jackson Day dinner, on 
January 8, Bryan said in part, "The whole country is alive 
witn progressive sentiment . . . .  We must not ignore the 
menace of the trusts." J. H. Maguire, holding Bryan1 s proxy 
for tne committee meeting the following day, voted to hold 
tne democratic national convention in St. Louis. But the
committee voted to hold the convention in Baltimore beginning
48June 2b, 1912.
^Ibid., Editorial, November 7, 1911.
46Bryan attended the meeting under the proxy of 
P. L. Hall of Nebraska.
4^The Commoner, January 19, 1912.
48Ibid., January 12, 1912.
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The three camps of NebrasKa democrats did not 
organise as early in tne primary period as did the re­
publicans. Senator Hitchcock*s lieutenant, Cnris 
Gruenther of Columbus, was handling the Harmon campaign.49 
A state-wide Woodrow Wilson League was launched at Lincoln, 
March 6, 1913, with H. S. Daniel secretary.80 The Clark
organization, under the leadership of Mullen, was formed 
51March 8, 1912. This group championed Clark as the compro­
mise candidate who could secure the support of all elements 
in tne democratic party.
The W. J. Bryan contingent, tne democratic progress­
ive league, had as its president, Tnomas S. Allen, a brother- 
in-law of w. J. Bryan. Bryan's manager and personal advisor 
was his brother, Charles W. Bryan. Charles W. Bryan was 
active in the progressive league along with Richard L. 
Metcalfe, an associate editor of The Commoner. C. W. Bryan 
accused Mullen of "acting in bad faith" in pushing tne Clark 
campaign.b2
The real fight in the democratic primaries was for 
control of the national convention delegation; tne battle for 
these honors between Hitcncock and Bryan overshadowed all
^ Morning World Herald, March 4, 1912.
iD°rbid., March d, 1912.
51Ibia.. March 9, 1913.
52The Omaha Dali.y Bee. Morning, March 30, 1913.
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league activities. Thomas Allen made the following 
statement concerning Clark: "I am looking for him to re­
tire irom the fight when certain facts as to his candidacy
53
become known to him.1 The Wilson league adopted a 
resolution declaring the "Clark candidacy a menace to true 
democracy, and invited him to withdraw from the race."54 
This group endorsed Bryan as a delegate to the convention.
W. J. Bryan, in an address at Kearney, March 22, stated that 
he was "not a delegate to the national convention, if the 
democrats instructed for tne Ohio m a n . The Commoner 
had conducted a definite fight against Harmon for four 
months previous to the primaries. Senator Hitchcock^ re­
solve to run as a delegate was one way to decide whether 
Bryan, "Brother Charley, " and brother-in-law "Tommy" Allen 
constituted the democratic party in Nebraska. Hitchcock 
charged that the group was deliberately seeking to over­
throw tne primary while talking loudly about "letting the 
people rule. "bb
He defies the spirit and intent of the primary law 
to the extent that he threatens to resign as a delegate 
if he is elected instructed for Harmon, and do every­
thing in his power to defeat those instructions. Since 
the alleged progressive league has set the pace as to
b^Morning World Herald, March 10, 1912.
b4Ibld., March 20, 1912.
D5The Omaha Dally Bee, Morning, March 22, 1912.
56Ibid., Editorial, March 22, 1912.
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candidates going on record, let the good work go on.57
Gruenther, manager of the Harmon campaign, stated 
ne was "delighted that Bryan had attacked Hitchcock, ana 
that the unfairness of the attack snould be of value to 
Nebraska d e m o c r a t s . T n e  one time boy orator made the 
following charge:
If Mr. Hitchcock is elected a delegate and can 
secure tne election or men like himself, he can help 
write a platform, wnich will assasinate our oarty in 
advance, and make it impossible for even a progressive 
to win . . . .  He asks to be permitted to misrepresent 
the democrats of tne state, and to help surrender tne 
party to the interests that have defeated the party in
tnree campaigns.......... to enjoy tne distinction of
being a delegate, he is willing to Detray them into the 
hands of their enemies.^y
Tne Commoner followed these charges with:
If the question of instructions were determined 
before the election of delegates and determined in 
favor of Mr. Harmon, Mr. Bryan would not be a candidate 
for delegate, but that he had no way of knowing until 
tne delegates were elected, what the wishes of the 
Nebraska democrats may be in this regara. Mr. Bryan 
believes in keeping the spirit of tne law as well as 
tne letter. If tne democrats of Neoraska favor Harmon, 
It ougnt to be represented by delegates who can support 
Harmon conscientiously and enthusiastically. Mr. Bryan 
cannot support him on any conditions or under any 
circumstances.88
The Commoner added later that it was more democratic 
for Bryan to announce in advance that he would resign and 
allow Harmon* s Interests to be protected, than for hiocxiuoci
^ Morning World Herald, Editorial, March 25, 1912. 
b8I_Did., March 3o, 1912.
8^The Lincoln Dally Star, March 25, 191h .
8uThe Commoner, March 39, 1912*
to seek to “help a Harmon minority over-ride a progressive 
majority. “61 Less than two years oefore, Bryan had travelled 
up ana down the state doing some good for Hitchcock in his 
senatorial campaign, so “if Mr. Hitchcocks elevation to the 
senate has increased his political power . . . .  Mr. Bryan 
has only himself to hold responsible for it.1102 Mullen, 
acting in the role of conciliator, issued a letter to the 
Nebraska democrats. The letter advised that Doth Bryan and 
HitcncocK should be delegates to tne convention, and instruc­
ted to vote for Clark. They could settle their personal 
differences at tne convention “without calling in the demo­
crats of Nebraska to act as a referee.“ The letter admitted 
Bryan had more personal followers than anyone in tne 
democratic party and that it would be tne sheerest folly to 
nominate any democratic candidate over his protest. The 
letter further stated that Hitchcock was one of the leading 
democratic senators, and that his record had met with approval 
in Nebraska.^
Bryan issued a statement saying that Hitchcock should 
resign if either Clark or Wilson carried the primaries.04 The 
senator replied that Bryan* s obvious purpose was to keen him 
off tne delegation and to construe every vote for Wilson or
The Commoner. March 29, 1912. 
d2The Omaha Daily Bee, Editorial, March 27, 1912.
03The Lincoln Daily Star, April 3, lyl2. 
o4Ibld., April 17, 1912.
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Clark, a vote for Bryan,
Mr. Bryan* s insinuation tnat I would not sincerely 
and fully support Clara or Wilson, if either carried tne 
state, is unworthy. He knows better. He knows tnat 
Clark and I are personal friends. He also knows that 
he tried to get me to help him in getting Clark off the 
ticket. He knows that when he attacked Clark in Tne 
Commoner that we defended him in the World Herald. He 
has repudiated the primary idea.^5
Political conditions in Nebraska were more mixed at 
the close of the campaign for the primaries than even before; 
fights in both parties for the presidential preference and 
tne choice of national convention delegates and national 
committeemen had keyed puolic interest to a high degree. Tne 
primaries were represented by almost complete slates in the 
three minor political groups, the peoples independent
■r' r? !' A
prohibition, and socialist parties. The peoples independent 
party endorsed practically all the democratic candidates.
Four presidential candidates: Clark, La Follette,
Harmon, and Roosevelt had invaded the state in the order 
named. Active work had been done for Taft and Wilson. In 
addition to these, Nebraska had a candidate of its own for 
president, Robert G. Ross,e5y running on both the republican 
and democratic tickets. Jonn 0. Yeiser of Omaha was a
d^The Lincoln Dally Star, April 17, 1912.
® ^ App endi x D, p . 114.
®^Appendix D , n. 115.
Appendix D, o. 119.
^Appendix D, >r.'. 11°, 113. •"?* n . 1-
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candidate for vice-president, running on tne republican 
ticket*
William J. Bryan’s candida'cy for delegate at large, 
witn tne reservation tnat he would resign in case tne prefer­
ence vote went to Harmon, furnished an extra phase to tne 
campaign. Tne rivalry between Bryan and Hitcncoek for tne 
democratic state leadership was one of tne matters to be 
settled. Bryan carried his opposition to Harmon, by making 
a speaking tour of tne governor’s own state, Ohio. In each 
of his twenty addresses in that state, Bryan said, ”Tne 
real question is wnether the government is to be run by the 
people in tne interest of tne people, or oy Wall Street in 
tne interest of Wall Street.”^  Governor Harmon campaigned 
in Neoraska on practically the same dates, and Senator Hitch-
t
cock came home from Washington to present the governor to 
the Omaha meeting. This occasion presented the senator an 
opoortunity to make plain the differences between himself and 
Bryan. He said: 11. . . .The only difference is whether there
shall be strict and undying obedience to the will of the 
democratic rank and file, as expressed through tne primary 
law, or whether personal dictation shall rule . . . ." 
Hitchcock urged strict comollance witn tne primary law, both 
as to choice of delegates and as to instructions to tnose 
delegates.
^Appendix D, n. 113.
3^-The Commoner, April 26, 1912.
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1 • • • .Until very recently, Mr, Bryan and I have 
for many years been closely associated in political 
campaigns and in political struggles. In two of his 
campaigns for congress, in three of his campaigns for 
president, and for two years when he was editor of my
newspaper, were we closely associated.........
Now, however, In this primary fight, we have come 
to tne parting of ways. He chooses to make the issue 
personal . . .  .1 prefer to treat the difference as one
cased on principle .......
I deny the rignt of a delegate at large to vote for 
any other candidate for president than the one he is
instructed to vote for by the state........
I propose to live up to it in letter and in spirit, 
and he proposes to repudiate tne law because he is afraid 
that Governor Harmon will carry the Nebraska primaries.
The republicans* primaries showed an overwhelming 
Y 3vote for Roosevelt. La Follette ran second, and Taft, third. 
The Lincoln Daily Star, commenting on this result in an 
editorial stated, 1 They did it because they were afraid that 
Taft will be beaten if nominated, it was a case witn them
of any port in a storm......... " George W. Norris, /b
candidate for senator, defeated the incumbent, Norris Brown.
Victor Rosewater was defeated for republican national com-
~ V omitteeman by R. B. Howell, a Roosevelt follower.
Clark won the democratic nomination with Wilson and
77Harmon running closely for second and third. Bryan and 
Hitchcock were both elected delegates st large, with Bryan
^ Morning World Herald, April 15, 1U12. 
^Appendix D, p. 11 h, ;o. 1 • • ; 11, p. 161. 
V4The Lincoln Daily Star, April 24, 1H13. 
^Appendix D, ••>. 11-.
^Appendix D, o . 11-, 11B.
77Appsndix D, . 11°.
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receiving tne highest number of votes.?8
Presumably, then, as a delegate so instructed,
Bryan would be a Clark man. However, his position remained
uncnanged as is manifested by the following interview:
”Who is your choice for tne nomination?1 Mr. Bryan 
was asked. He smiled and. gave tne answer he has given 
many times before.
,fI have not expressed any preference.”
”Will you not announce your preference now?”
”No,” he replied, ”1 have no cnoice now, except that 
I hope to see a progressive nominated.”
”But, Mr. Bryan,” he was told, ”the Clark victory in 
Nebraska, and the Wilson victory in Oregon have both 
been ascribed to your influence. Have you not taken 
any position in the matter at all?”
”No,” he said, "I have not. I have carefully avoided 
taking any position, especially in Nebraska, where I 
nave continually reiterated my refusal to take sides.”
^Appendix D, p .  113.
'^Tne Commoner, May 3, 1^12, reprint of an inter­
view witn W. J. Bryan, taken from The Baltimore Sun.
CHAPTER III
THE NATIONAL CONVENTIONS
Roosevelt1s candidacy caused a great pre-convention 
battle over the choice of delegates. Roosevelt had a much 
larger personal following than Taft, although the presidents 
supporters controlled the party machinery in most of the 
states. Taft*s nomination would have been assured if all 
states had used the convention system. However, Nebraska, 
along with a number of other states, had established the 
preference primaries. Out of 360 delegates elected in the 
primaries, Roosevelt obtained 278, Taft, 46, and La Follette, 
36. Nebraska1s sixteen delegates were for Roosevelt. Prior 
to the republican convention, notices of 262 contested 
delegates were received by the national committee.
In anticipation of convention results, chairman 
Rosewater addressed letters about the middle of April, 1912, 
to all members of the national committee, notifying them 
that national committee meetings would be held beginning 
June 6 in Chicago.
During a trip in the east, previous to June 6, 
Rosewater met with the leauers of the various republican 
factions in an attempt to insure harmony at the coming 
convention, relative to the contested delegates. The
27
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interviews were held in Washington. Rosewater met with- 
Senator Dixon and 0. K. Davis, who were Roosevelt boosters, 
with Senator Dick, Postmaster General Frank H. Hitchcock, 
and Charles D. Hi Vies of the Taft group; and with Senator 
Jonathon Bourne and Walter L. Houser of the La Follette 
group. Rosewater*s course in consulting these political 
lieutenants was a novel procedure, but it became evident 
later that it did not improve the relationship of the re­
publican factions.
P.. IV Howell of Nebraska had won the contest for 
committeeman over Rosewater at the primaries, April 19.
Nov/, an announcement was broadcast from the Roosevelt head­
quarters that Howell, who had joined the Roosevelt-La 
Follette union in Nebraska would present himself as the 
lawful member of the committee. Howell promulgated the 
following statement:
There can be no question that, under the laws of 
this state, I am the only person entitled to act as 
national committeeman from Nebraska.
As to whether I will be allowed to perform the 
- functions of the office, will depend solely upon 
whether the national committee, when I present my 
credentials, will recognize the primary laws of the 
state of Nebraska.2
Governor Aldrich announced himself as not favorable 
to Howell, demanding his credentials before the convention 
met, with the purpose of displacing Rosewater, and thus
•^Rosewater, Back Stage in 1912, pp. 83, 84.
^Ibid., p. 86.
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changing a vote for Taft to one for Roosevelt in the 
consideration of contested delegates. Aldrich felt that 
Rosewater would, he fair in passing on the contests: "He
can't afford to do otherwise. The sentiment of Nebraska is 
ninety per cent against Taft, and he will have to respect 
it. "5
Senator Joseph M. Dixon, the chief factotum in the 
Roosevelt movement, assured Rosewater that the Roosevelt 
group did not intend to back Howell. "The pretender from 
Nebraska," as Rosewater called Howell, later gave out the 
statement that he had been requested by Dixon "to defer the
4
presentation of my credentials."
The Evening World Herald, in an editorial, thus com­
mented on the situation:
The distressed Mr. Rosewater argues that for Howell 
to claim his place as national committeeman now, is 
presumptious ana absurd . . . .there is no fixed time
for the term of national committeeman to begin. There­
fore, und.er the lav/s of Nebraska, Mr. Howell becomes 
national committeeman, having already been elected as 
soon as he has qualified and presents himself with his
credentials........ If the national committee refuses
to recognize Mr. Howell, it will be refusing to recog­
nize and abide by the primary law of Nebraska, and be 
slamming the door in the faces of Nebraska republicans 
who elected Mr. Howell under the lav; to represent them 
in Chicago this "year, and. not somewhere else four years 
hence.5
The Nebraska delegates to the republican national 
convention v/ere divided on the question, as to whether they
5The Lincoln Daily Star, May 31, 1912. 
^Rosewater, op. cit., p. 89.
^Evening World Herald, June 1, 1912.
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should join a walkout of the Roosevelt forces, in case the 
Taft adherents won out. Only one delegate, E. L. King, 
declared he would not bolt. His views were expressed as 
follows: ”1 am for Roosevelt, and I ’ll do everything I can
to secure his nomination, but I*m not going to bolt for him 
or any other man.”
Governor Aldrich was convinced that it would not be 
a good policy for Roosevelt*s followers to quit the hall or 
attempt the holding of a second convention. He explained 
his attitude by the following: ’Roosevelt friends should
make the best fight they know how, and take the consequences. 
Nothing would be gained by a bolt.”
Nathan Merriam, of Omaha, delegate at large, had 
been quoted as willing to leave the convention hall and 
participate in another gathering to nominate Roosevelt, 
should the Taft forces use the steam roller on the opposi­
tion . ®
Certain older members of the republican national 
committee intended to push Rosewater aside from his position 
as chairman, others denied the authority of former chairman 
Frank H. Hitchcock to name John F. Hill vice-chairman. Since 
Hill had named Rosewater, they questioned Rosewater*s posi­
tion. They believed secretary William Hayward as the 
ranking officer elected by the committee, should act as 
chairman. To these malcontents, Rosewater replied:
^The Lincoln Daily Star, June 10, 1912.
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How does this committee oome to be meeting at this 
time and place, anyway? Youfre here in response to a 
call which I issued as acting chairman. If I were not 
acting chairman, this would not be a legal meeting. I’ll 
call the committee to order myself. ^
At the appointed time, hosewater* convened the com­
mittee and was elected chairman unanimously.
The question of opened or closed meetings was deci­
ded by a letter from President Taft to Rosewater.
Washington, May 31, 1912. My dear Mr. Rosewater:
I don*t want to take any public steps in even seeming 
to make suggestions to the committee for the purpose of 
stage-play, or a show of being impartial and in favor of 
Just methods. I am really in favor, I think you will 
believe, of acting impartially. I do not want any contest 
decided in my favor merely for the purpose of giving me 
the majority.
./hat I am confident of is that the course of Mr. 
Roosevelt and Mr. Dixon has been such as to give very 
little respectability to any of the contests they make, 
but if the evidence shows otherwise, I am entirely will­
ing to defer.3
During the next two weeks, the committee settled 262 
contested seats to the national republican convention.
National committee rules specified twenty as the number 
necessary to demand a roll call. As this was a fraction less 
than 2/5 of the total members, the Roosevelt members in­
sisted that this number should be reduced to eight or ten. 
However, the old rule was held to, and it was because of its 
operation, that the term, " steam roller," was used. The 
demand for roll calls almost ceased, and it was evident 
where the vote lay on nearly e very question. Rosewater voted
7Rosewater, op. clt., p. 88. 
8Ibld., p. 89
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against, seating the Taft delegates from the ninth Alabama 
district, and the eighth Kentucky district.®
The republican national committee was divided into 
two irreconcilable factions at the conclusion of these meet­
ings. Rooseveltians claimed that seventy-two delegates were 
fraudulently seated.10 The bitter partisanship was re­
flected by the following resolution which was adopted by the 
Nebraska delegation in Chicago, denouncing Rosewater for the 
position he had taken in the contests, before the committee:
The republicans of Nebraska have been humiliated by 
the actions of our national committeeman, Mr. Victor 
Rosewater, who has been personally repudiated by the re­
publicans of our state, and who did not represent the 
wishes or the republican party of Nebraska in the de­
liberation of the national committee.
We condemn and repudiate in the strongest terms his 
actions, and hereby demand in the name of the republican 
party of our state, that he change his attitude in 
Nebraska.
On the other hand, the national committee adopted a
resolution thanking Rosewater for his courtesy and fairness 
12
in the chair. An editorial in the Morning World Herald
stated, HR.osewater was dependent for existence as a boss,
15
in the favor of the bigger bosses.”
Rosewater1s duty as national republican committee
9Ibid., p. 98.
^Official Report of the Proceedings of the Fifteenth 
Republican National Convention Held in Chicago. Illinois. 
June 18f 19 20. 21. and 22. 1912. "(New York: The Tenny
Press, 1912), p. 106.
11The Lincoln Daily Star, June 22, 1912.
^Rosewater, op. clt.
15Morning World Herald, June 11, 1912.
chairman was to open the convention and call to order the 
delegates named on the temporary roll by the committee, and 
to further preside until the convention elected a temporary 
chairman. According to precedent, the chairman also puts in 
nomination the national committee selection for temporary 
chairman of the convention. In this case, it was Senator 
Elihu Root.
Chicago newspapers were full of threats of rough- 
house treatment, and wild tales of riots and violence were 
pictured ahead for Rosewater. It was evident that the 
Roosevelt followers were going to challenge the temporary 
roll before a temporary chairman was chosen.
The fight is expected to be possibly without pre­
cedent in a national convention . . . .  Elihu Root will 
probably be greatly relieved when he finds that the great 
fight in the convention will be made before any tempo­
rary chairman can be elected, and while Victor Rosewater 
of Omaha is presiding over the convention.
Rosewater had a midnight conference with Roosevelt 
on tne eve of the assured convention fight. Roosevelt, 
recalled Rosewater later,
. . . . seemed to have the idea that none of the 
contested delegates, seated by the national committee, 
should be allowed to participate in the organization of 
the convention, but I told him that as chairman of 
the committee . . . .  I could not change or discredit 
the roll as made up by that committee, nor was there 
any other roll which I could go by.
The following day, June 18, 1912, Rosewater opened the
14Rosewater, 0 0 . cit., p. 150, citing Angus McSween 
in The Philadelphia North American, June 17, 1912.
l^Rosev/ater, op. cit. , p. 154.
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convention, and after the secretary of the national committee
read, ,1The Call for the Convention," Herbert S. Hadley of
Missouri made the motion that the names of delegates on list
number one be removed from the temporary roll, and the dele-
1gates whose names appeared on list number two,~p be substi-
17tuted, therefore, to make up the temporary roll.
James E. Watson of Indiana made the point of order 
that the motion of Governor Hadley "was out of order." 
Rosewater, desiring not to be arbitrary, allowed time for 
debate. After the allotted time, Rosewater gave his ruling. 
"The chairman of the national committee sustains the point 
of order and holds that the proceedings proposed by Gover­
nor Hadley1s resolution are out of order."
The following is briefly the explanation of 
Rosewater1s ruling:
The duty of the national chairman is to call to or­
der the delegates named on that roll, and to preside 
only until they have selected their own temporary pre­
siding officer. Up to this point this is not, strictly 
speaking, a convention, but simply an assemblage of those 
under the rules, entitled to organize a convention. The 
proper time for this investigation is after the temporary 
and before the permanent organization.
Hadley asked for an appeal from the decision of the
chair, and Rosewater ruled tne appeal out of order.
W. J. Bryan, who was reporting the republican
-^Delegates unseated by the national committee.
170fficia1 Heport of the proceedings of the Fif-
teenth RcpubTican Nationa1 Convention . . .  . 1912, p. 32.
^®Ibid., pp. 41, 42.
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convention for the thirty-nine newspapers^* stated: "The
question was settled by the refusal of Chairman Rosewater 
to entertain an appeal which left the Taft forces in con­
trol of enough votes to secure for them the temporary
, . ,,20 cnaitmansnip."
The right of each of the seventy-two men to sit as
delegates had been formally contested, and,
. . . . in permitting them to vote on the temporary
organization, involving the adoption of the temporary 
roll submitted by the national committee, Mr. Rosewater 
constituted those seventy-two men judges in their own 
cases, and permitted their votes to decide those cases.
It was a procedure essentially repugnant to the spirit 
of American institutions^!. . . . .
The convention took seven hour's to arrive at the
Initial stage of their regular business, during which time
Rosewater presided. His service as presiding officer of a
national convention, was longer than that of any other
22
national committee chairman up to that time. Chairmen 
Rosewater was there to see that the seventy-two men put on 
the roll by the national committee, were seated and their 
votes counted, and he performed that duty to the end, carry­
ing through the instructions of the old guard. Rosewater, 
"was by no means one of the leaders in the group that was
-i p
William Jennings Bryan, A Tale of Two Conventions, 
(New York and London; Funk and 1agnails, 1912}, p . v ,
Editor1s Foreword.
^The Commoner, June 2 b, IS 12.
'^Oscar King Davis, Released for Publication, (Boston 
and New York; Houghton Mifflin Company, 1925), p. 298.
on
Rosewater, op. cit., p. 169.
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engaged in the theft of the convention."^3
The final report of the committee on credentials 
recommended to the convention that, "delegates . . . .  that 
have been heretofore placed on the temporary roll by the 
national republican committee, be now transferred to, and 
placed upon, the permanent roll of this c o n v e n t i o n . T h i s  
report was formally adopted by the convention, and it was 
thus demonstrated that no amount of fact or argument availed 
to reverse the decisions pertaining to the seventy-two con­
tested delegates. The progressives had waited until the final 
report, and the break which was anticipa.ted now became a 
reality.
Delegate Henry J. Allen of Kansas, secured permission 
from the permanent chairman to acdress the convention. He 
then proceeded to read Roosevelt1s statement. It follows in 
part:
The convention has now declined to purge the roll of 
the fraudulent delegates placed thereon by the defunct 
national committee . . . . . Therefore, I hope the men
elected as Roosevelt delegates, will now decline to vote 
on any matter before the convention. I do not release 
any delegate from his honorable obligation to vote for 
me if he votes at all, but under the actual conditions,
I hope that he will not vote at all.‘^5
Immediately follov/ing the adjournment of the repub­
lican convention, June 22, a meeting of the seceding
^Davis, op. cit., p. 297.
(> A
Official Report of the Proceedings of the Fifteenth
Republican l^atlonaT^onven^tion ~ T . . 1912, rT. 3057
^Ibid. , p. 333.
37
delegates and others, was held in Orchestra Kail. Here the
progressive roarty was really launched, and Rooseveltse was
declared the nominee for the presidency. George W. Norris
271 sat in a position of honor” at this mass meeting.
Nebraska1s sixteen delegates to the republican con­
vention played an extremely unimportant role; fourteen did
28
not vote on the balloting for president and vice-president. 
The two who remained in the convention and voted on the
29presidential roll call were A. C. Epperson and E. L. King.
The sub-committee of the democratic national commit­
tee, the committee on arrangements— P. L. Hall of Nebraska~ 
attending— met at Baltimore, June 20, 1912. Norman E. Mack- 
of New York, the chairman, placed in nomination for temporary* 
chairman of the convention Alton B. Parker of New York. Hall 
voted for Ollie M. James. Parker received eight votes;
Ollie M. James, three votes; Robert L. Henry, three votes;
30James O 1 Gorman, one vote; and John W. Kern, one vote.
As soon as it was announced that Parker had been 
selected as temporary chairman by the sub-committee, Bryan,
26William Starr Meyers, The Republican Party a 
History, (New York; The Century Company, 1928), p . 406.
27The Lincoln Daily Star, citing the Norfolk News 
of Nebraska^ Cc~. July 1, 1912) .
28
Appendix 9, p. 109.
S^The Lincoln Dally Star, August 14, 1912.
^ Official Report of the Proceedings of the Demo­
cratic National Convention Held in Baltimore. Maryland, June 
25 26, 27, 28, 29 and July 1 and 2. 191£h (Chi cago:
Peterson Linotyping Company, 1912), pp. 483-84.
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who w a s still in Chicago, sent the following telegram to 
Champ Clark, Woodrow Wilson, Governor Burke of North Dakota, 
and. other prominent democrats:
In the interest of harmony, I suggested to the sub­
committee of the democratic national committee, the 
advisability of recommending as temporary chairman some 
progressive acceptable to the leading progressive can­
didates for the presidential nomination. I took it for 
granted that no committeeman interested in democratic 
success would desire to offend the members of a conven­
tion overwhelmingly progressive by naming a reactionary 
to sound the keynote of the campaign........ M
The following is an excerpt of a telegram sent from 
Wilson to Bryan:
You are right. Before hearing your message, I 
clearly stated my position in answer to a question from 
the Baltimore Evening Sun ........  31
The choice of Parker as temporary chairman was a 
challenge to the progressive element of the democratic party. 
On the 22nd of June, Bryan left Chicago and went to Baltimore.
The democratic national committee met at Convention 
Hall, Baltimore, June 24, 1912. Its first order of business 
and its chief order of business was to hear the report of 
the sub-committee on the temporary chairman of the conven­
tion. Hall of Nebraska said,
I regret that necessity forces me to be a messenger 
from the people who are opposed to Judge Parker, but the 
program will be . . . .  so that you will be prepared for
what is coming to y o u ........ On the floor of the
convention to select another man than Judge Parker for 
temporary chairman of this convention, to sound the key­
note of this great convention, and if that is not done, 
then Mr. Bryan himself will be a candidate for temporary 
chairman of the convention. He prefers not to be, but
3-*-The Co mm oner, June 28, 1912.
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if it becomes a necessity, and the people who are opposed 
to Judge Parker cannot agree upon some other man, then 
Mr. Bryan will be that candidate himself, and I make this 
statement that you may know when you cast this vote 
just what is before you, and that this question will not 
be settled in this committee, but will go before the 
great convention that meets out here in a few hoursoS
The vote of the democratic national committee was 
Parker, thirty-one; James, twenty; and 0 1Gorman, two. Hall 
again voted for Ollie M. James.
Bryan met with the Nebraska delegation on the evening 
of June 24, 1912, for the purpose of securing an expression 
from the group concerning temporary chairman. Hitchcock 
said that, “Any expression was really out of order; for after 
all, it was purely an individual opinion and not binding in
the members of the delegation. 1 ^
The democratic convention opened at Baltimore the 
following day. The presiding officer of the convention, 
Norman E. Mack, submitted the name of Alton B. Parker of 
New York for temporary chairman. Immediately, Bryan 
nominated John 17. Kern of Indiana for temporary chairman. 
Bryan explained his stand in his nominating speech:
. . . .  and, in thus dissenting from the judgment 
of our national committee as expressed in its recom­
mendation, I recognize that the burden of proof is 
upon me to overthrow the assumption that the committee
can claim that it is representing the wishes of this
convention and of the party in the nation. I call
^ Official Report of the Proceedings of the
Democratic National Convention . . . .  1912, pp. 483-84.
°°The Omaha Daily Bee, Morning, July 25, 1812.
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your attention to the fact that our rules provide that 
the recommendation of the committee is not final. I 
remind you that the very fact that this convention has 
the right to accept or reject that recommendation is 
conclusive proof that the presumption in favor of this 
convention is a higher presumption than that in favor 
of the wisdom of the committee^.........
After an address in which Kern made an appeal for 
harmony in the convention, and stated he did not desire to 
enter the contest for temporary chairman, he nominated 
William Jennings Bryan, thus ending his speech.
If my proposition for harmony is to be ignored 
and this deplorable battle is to go on, there is only 
one man fit to lead trie hosts of progress, and that 
is the man who has been at the forefront for sixteen 
years— the great American tribute, William Jennings 
bryan. If you will have nothing else, if that must be 
the issue, then the leader must be worthy of thjp_eause, 
and that leader must be William Jennings Bryan,°o
The final convention vote gave Bryan 508, and 
Parker 579, and a motion to make Parker’s election unani­
mous was agreed to by the convention.00
The first day at the democratic national convention
was a repetition of the Grand Island state convention held
in 1910 ”. . . . when Mr. Bryan was defeated by the votes of
57hundreds of his oldest and sincerest political friends.
The Morning World Herald stated: ’The vote given W. J. Bryan
^Official Report of the Proceedings of the 
Democratic National Convention . . . . 1912, p. o.
0 0 Ibid., p. 9.
Appendix C, p. 103.
57The Nebraska State Journal, Editorial, 
June 27, 1912.
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for temporary ciiairman exceeded the estimate his friends
'j-Q
had made."°
Bryan did not receive a single reactionary vote, 
and it is safe to say he did not lose a single progressive 
vote.1-*19 The national convention had been controlled by the 
national committee, which, in turn, was lead by eight men 
on the sub-committee. "These men were directed by 1 Boss' 
Murphy, and 'Boss' Murphy controlled by Thomas Fortune 
Ryan. The influence of Bryan was manifested by the
messages received protesting Farker's election. Bryan re­
ceived 1,128 telegrams from 31,331 persons in forty-six 
states.^
As a newspaper reporter at the republican convention, 
Bryan was in good position to observe the manipulations of 
a holdover political machine, and to quote Bryan's words:
"I came to Baltimore, and here I find the democratic national 
convention acting on the same plan-— using holdover committee­
men to misrepresent the delegations and intending to open a
42progressive convention with a reactionary keynote."
The convention was composed of four elements; the 
Murphy-Sullivan-Taggart contingent, the reactionaries,
Morning World Herald, June 26, 1912.
39Bryan, A Tale of Two Conventions, p. 128.
40
Ibid., p . 146.
^ Ibld. , p. 152.
42The Commoner, July 5, 1912.
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Charles F. JJlurphy of Tammany Hall, Roger Sullivan of Illi­
nois, and Thomas Taggart of Indiana. This group had gen­
eral control of the national committee, and at least a balance 
of power in the convention. The second group was the Wilson 
followers, who were conspicuous by their earnestness and 
lack of numbers. A third section was devoted to the candi­
dacy of Clark. This group was large, and at times played the 
Murphy-Sullivan-Taggart hand, other times the progressive 
angle. The fourth element was the dominating, and now 
slightly portly, figure of W. J. Bryan, not so much a leader 
as he was an influential personality. Most of the followers
of Wilson recognized the moral prestige of Bryan, but re-
43
garded him with some suspicion as a potential candidate.
Bryan wanted to make the reactionaries show their 
hand to place in contrast the views of the progressives and 
the reactionaries, and to commit the party to at least the 
declaration of a progressive creed. He made it plain that the 
supreme object in his mind was to dedicate the democratic 
party to what he regarded as progressive principles. The 
reactionaries continually prevented any action that would 
force them to show their hand. Judge Parker*s election was 
due to votes cast by supporters of speaker Champ Clark, for 
whom Bryan himself as a delegate was instructed to vote as 
presidential nominee 1 . . . .  so the bosses did not show
^Ernest Hamline Abbott, MThe Game at Baltimore,fl 
The Outlook, July 6, 1912, p. 523.
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their hands after all.”44
The committee on rules and order of business presented 
the following majority report to the convention for its 
adopt1on;
It shall be the rule of this convention that all state 
delegations which have been instructed by their respec­
tive state democratic conventions, or by a state democra­
tic presidential preference primary, shall follow those 
instructions, so long as a majority of the delegates from 
sucn state are of the opinion that such instructions are 
applicable. 1,45
The minoxlty submitted the following report to the 
convention, relative to the ’unit rul^” and recommended its 
adoption:
Resolved, that in casting votes on a call of the 
states, the chair shall recognize and enforce a unit 
rule enacted by a state convention, except in such 
states, as ha.ve by mandatory statute, provided for the 
nomination and election of delegates and alternates to 
national political conventions in congressional districts, 
and have not subjected delegates so selected to the 
authority of state committee or convention of the pggtyj 
in which case, no such rule shall be held to apply.
I. J. Dunn, a Nebraska delegate, was a member of the 
minority on the committee of rules and order of business, and 
during the debate which followed the motion to adopt the 
minority report, he said;
The direct primary is a democratic principle, and It 
has come to stay. In the next national convention, there 
will be more democrats elected by direct primary vote 
than there are in this convention. It is a growing demo­
cratic principle. It has been said by one of the
44Ibid.
4^Official Report of the Proceeding^ of the Demo-
cratic National Convention . . . . 1912, p. 59.
46Ibid.
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gentlemen who have addressed, you, that the state Is the 
unit of political and governmental power. That is true, 
but remember that the state as the unit may delegate 
its power to its political subdivisions, and that is 
what the state of Ohio did.47
The minority report was agreed to by the convention,
4-8
Nebraska's sixteen delegates voting for it. '
49
The minority report of the committee on credentials,
relative to the South Dakota contested delegates, was adopted
by the convention. Matt Miller, the Nebraska member of the
50committee on credentials, sided with the majority.
The overturning of the committee on credentia.ls 
today in its recommendation in the South Dakota case 
showed conclusively that Colonel Bryan had been very 
much in evidence during the night, and that his lieuten­
ants had not slept on their arms. The result was heralded 
as a Wilson victory.51
Public sentiment regarding the defeat of Bryan for 
temporary chairman was beginning to have its effect. The 
committee on permanent organization offered Bryan the posi­
tion as permanent chairman of the convention, but he declined
52the honor. However, the committee on permanent organiza­
tion selected, senator-elect Ollie James, a man to whom Bryan 
could take no exception, one whose fidelity to Bryan, when 
he,, was candidate for the presidency was indubitable, an
47
Ibid., p. 73.
48 ^
Appendix 0, p. 104.
49
Appendix C, p. 104,. footnote.
50Appendix C, p. 104.
^ The Omaha Daily Bee, Morning, June 28, 1912.
^Bryan, op. cit. , p. 152.
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avowed adderent of Champ Clark, but now a beneficiary of the 
Murphy-Taggart-Sullivan combination since he was selected as 
permanent chairman by the organization that the combination 
controlled. ^ The reactionary managers thus again prevented 
the drawing of a clear line between progressives and reac­
tionaries. Then it was that Bryan, with his instinct for the 
dramatic, showed his hand, and asked his opponents to show 
theirs.
The evening session of the third day, beginning at 
8:00 p.m., did not adjourn until 7:56 a.m. the next morn­
ing. After the prayer which opened the convention, V/. J. 
Bryan presented this resolution:
Resolved, That in this crisis in our party’s career, 
and in our country's history, this convention sends 
greeting to the people of the United States, and assures 
them that the party of Jefferson and of Jackson is still 
the champion of popular government and equality before 
the lav/. As proof of our fidelity to the people, we 
hereby declare ourselves opposed to the nomination of 
any candidate for president who is the representative of, 
or under obligation to, J. Fierpont Morgan, Thomas F. 
Ryan, August Belmont, or any other member of the privi­
lege-hunting and favor-seeking class.
Be It Further Resolved, That we demand the with­
drawal from this convention of any delegate or dele­
gates constituting or representing the above-named 
interest s.54
After a lively debate in which Bryan withdrew the 
last paragraph of his resolution, the convention adopted the 
resolution, 885 to 20Tl.^
5°Frnest Hamline Abbott, 1 The Game at Baltimore, n 
The Outlook, July 6, 1912, p. 525.
5"Official Reoort of the Proceedings of the Demo- 
cratic National Convention . . . .  1912, p . 129.
5DAppendix 0, p. 10b.
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New York's ninety votes had been cast for the 
resolution. Ryan and Belmont had complacently voted to 
destroy their own influence in the convention. Thereafter, 
there was a scramble for other delegations to follow suit.
Many votes were changed from the negative to the affirmative, 
and when the result was read, “It appeared that Mr. Ryan and 
Mr. Belmont, together with an overwhelming majority, de­
clared that the democratic party was opposed to any candidate
that represented or was under obligation to these gentlemen
56or any other member of the aforesaid classes.
The Wilson and Bryan supporters did not know whether
to cheer or not. The resolution had passed triumphantly.
The line of Ml*. Bryan* e moral influence had apparently 
been drawn, and what did it show? That Mr. Ryan and Mr. 
Belmont, and Messrs. Murphy, Taggart, and Sullivan were 
all on Mr. Bryan*3 side.
Again the Murohy-Sullivan-Taggart combination had
succeeded in keeping concealed the real extent of Bryan*s 
57
influence.
During a conference with newspaper men at Baltimore,
June 27, 1912, Bryan explained his position in this manner:
“There has been a suggestion of a bolt on your part,1 
was suggested by one.
Mr. Bryan: “Have you heard talk of anirthing like
that? Would I be apt to bolt a program such as I have 
outlined?“
“Does your statement mean that you are against 
Mr. Clark?“
“No, Sir,“ Mr. Bryan hastened to reply, “I regard
^Ernest Abbott, o p . cit. , p. 524.
57Ibicl.
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Mr. Clark as a progressive. I am instructed to vote for 
him . . . . .  I have refused from the "beginning to ex­
press any preference as "between Mr. Clark and Mr.
Wilson.M
Bryan later explained that, "It was the passage of
that resolution and the pledge it gave me to the public that
made it imperative, according to my judgment, that I refuse
to enter into partnership with Mr. Murphy in nominating a
59democratic candidate."
In his speech after the presentation of the resolu­
tion, Bryan said:
This is an extraordinary resolution, but extraordi­
nary conditions require extraordinary remedies........
I need not tell you that J. Pierpont Morgan, Thomas F. 
Ryan, and August Belmont are three of the men who are 
connected with the great money trust under investigation 
.......... Someone has said that we ha.ve no right to de­
mand the withdrawal of-delegates . . . .  I reply that if 
these men are willing to insult six-and-a-half-million 
democrats by coming here, we ought to be willing to 
speak out against them, and let them know we resent the 
insult.60
Every boss in the convention voted for the resolu­
tion. Tammany Hall voted for it. Belmont and Ryan, oc­
cupying seats as delegates in the convention, voted for it. 
"It was merely a promise not to do a thing which was morally 
dishonest, but left the definition of what is morally dis­
honest to be determined later. 1
^ Morning World Herald, June 28, 1912.
59iphe Commoner, July b, 1912.
6C>Bryan, op. cit. , p. 174.
^ The Commoner, July 12, 1912, citing editorial In 
Washington, D. C., Times.
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The introduction*^ 0f the Morgan-Ryan-Belmont 
resolution was first suggested to W. J. Bryan by his 
brother, Charles W. Bryan.^
Sometime after the convention, Nebraska democrats 
stateo. that the resolution primed to force an alignment 
between the progressives and reactionaries accomplished its 
purpose. According to The Lincoln Daily Star: 1 Mr. Bryan 
was able to separate the reactionaries who were using Clark 
to their own enas; from the progressives who were supporting 
him because they did not know what was going on under the
A y\
surface.if
Bryan brought out the resolution himself, only after 
a number of other progressives had considered the matter, 
and sustained an attack of ’cold feet. 1 When the others 
refused to antagonize the New York delegation, "Mr. Bryan
grabbed the resolution and hopped into the ring with it."°5 
Nominating speeches consumed the remainder of the 
long night session. Immediately following the first ballot 
for candidate for president, the convention adjourned. New 
York state’s ninety votes had been cast for Harmon.
The balloting for candidate for president continued 
the following session. The fourth day, and on the tenth
62Bryan, op.,__cit. , p. 1 d 4, footnote. 
e^Appendix P, p. 129,footnote.
^4The Lincoln Daily Star, July 10, 1912. 
ebIbid.
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ballot, New York’s ninety votes were cast for Clark.
There remained, one more incident staged by Bryan 
to test his moral influence in the convention. Like every­
thing else of importance that Bryan dia at Baltimore, it 
bordered on the sensational.66 On the fifth day, during the 
roll call on the fourteenth ballot, Nebraska delegate Loomis 
askea that Nebraska be passed; Hitchcock then asked for 
Nebraska to be polled. During the poll, when W. J. Bryan’s 
name was called, Bryan said: ”As long as Mr. Ryan’s agent
. . . . as long as New York’s ninety votes are recorded for 
Mr. Clark, I withhold my vote from him and cast it . . . .” 
Bryan explained his vote to the convention in the 
following manner:
Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the convention, I wish 
to explain my vote only because my advice was not followed 
in my own delegation. I advisee that those of us who 
are instructed for Mr. Clark should continue to vote 
for him until conditions arose that justified us in 
doing otherwise. I did not believe that the conditions 
had yet arisen, but not all cf the delegates agreed with 
me, and then I was desirous that a poll should not be re­
quired; but if we are to have a division, if a poll is 
demanded, and each man must give a reason for the vote 
that he casts, I am now reedy to cast my vote and give
my reasons for so doing .........
In this convention, the progressive sentiment is 
overwhelming. Every candidate has proclaimed himself a 
progressive. No candidate would have any considerable 
following in this convention if he admitted himself out
of harmony with progressive ideas ........
By your resolution adopted night before last, you, 
by a vote of more than four to one, pledged the country 
that you would nominate for the presidency no man who 
represented or was obligated to Morgan, Ryan, Belmont, or 
any other member of the privilege-seeking, favor-hunting 
class. This pledge, if kept, will have more influence on
^Abbott, op. cit . , p. b26.
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the result of the election than the platform or the 
name of the candidate. How can that pledge be made 
effective? There is but one way; namely, to nominate a 
candidate who is under no obligation to those whom these 
influences directly or indirectly control. The vote of 
the State of New York in this convention, as cast under 
the unit rule, does not represent the intelligence, the 
virtue, the democracy, or the patriotism of the ninety 
men who are here. It represents the will of one man—  
Charles F. Murphy, and he represents the influences that 
dominated the republican convention at Chicago, and are
trying to dominate this convention ........
Then we were instructed for Mr. Clark, the democratic 
voters who instructed us did so with the distinct under­
standing that Mr. Clark stood for progressive democracy. 
Mr. Clark’s representatives appealed for support on no 
other ground. They contended that Mr. Clark was more 
progressive than Mr. Wilson, and indignantly denied that 
there was any cooperation between Mr. Clark and the 
reactionary element of the party. Upon no other condition 
could Mr. Clark have received a plurality of the demo­
cratic vote of Nebraska. The thirteen delegates for 
whom I speak stand ready to carry out the instructions 
given in the spirit in which they were giver} and upon
the conditions under which they were given........
Speaking for myself, and for any of the delegation who 
may decide to join me, I shall withhold my vote from Mr. 
Clark as long as Mew York’s vote is recorded for him.
And the position that I take in regard to Mr. Clark, I 
will take in regard to any other candidate whose name is 
no?/ or may be before the convention. I shall not be a 
party to the nomination of any man, no matter who he may 
be, or from what section of the country he comes, who will 
not, when elected, be absolutely free to carry out the 
anti-Morgan-Ryan-Belmont resolution and make his adminis­
tration reflect the wishes and the hopes of those who 
believe in a government of the people, by the people, and 
for the people.c?
Nebraska’s poll showed twelve for Wilson, and four
(30
for Clark. Bryan felt that any nominee should count the 
votes of New York as a liability. ’No democrat can afford to 
accept a nomination if New York’s vote is necessary to give
b O^fficial Report of the Proceedings of the
Democratic National Convention . . . . 1912, pp. 232-254.
Appendix C, p. 105, footnote.
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him two-thirds. Bryan was
distressed to have to do anything that might result 
in injury to the political fortunes of Mr. Clark. I have 
known him for eighteen years, rejoiced in his selection 
as minority leader, and a year and a half ago, regarded 
him as more likely than anyone else to fight into the 
conditions as I could estimate them.*''0
Champ Clark denounced Bryan for making the charge 
that he had bargained with Tammany to obtain the presiden­
tial nomination. Clark issued the following statement:
Today, in the national convention, an outrageous 
aspersion was cast upon me . . . . b y  one who, of all men, 
ought to be the last to desmudge or betray his friends 
or his party ........
So far as I am personally concerned, it is enough to 
say that the charge which reflects upon my personal or 
party integrity is utterly and absolutely false........
I have not entered into such an alliance, and the 
democrat, no matter how distinguished, who charged me 
with this act is a traitor to the democratic party and to 
his professed friendship to m e . ^
The Morning World Herald was authority for this 
statement concerning Bryan;
He has already served notice that he will oppose 
Wilson the moment New York votes for him, and for a solid 
week the Wilson managers have been working . . . .for
tiew York’s ninety v o t e s ........
The Clark forces hate him, the Wilson forces distrust 
and fear him........
"We have not the slightest encouragement from Bryan, 
except his vote," said one of the ablest Wilson workers 
to the World Herald’s correspondent. ”He does not con­
sult or confer with us . . . .  we are glad of his support, 
but we are constantly prepared to encounter his opposi­
tion. ”
C. W. Bryan, the brother of the commoner, sits 
mostly beside him during the balloting, prompting him
6^Bryan, op. cit.t p. 182. 
7QThe Commoner, July 5, 1912.
71fhe Lincoln Dally Star, June 50, IS12.
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advising h i m .......... It is becoming noised about that
W. J relies on Charley*s judgment quite as much as his 
own.72
Senator Hitchcock stated that, "The Nebraska dele­
gates turned to Wilson, not when Clerk was a forlorn hope, 
but when he had a chance to win. The action of the delega­
tion is a blow at the primary system."73
The unfortunate feature of Nebraska*s break away 
from Clark is that it appears to be in defiance of in­
structions . . . .  of the democratic voters in the
primaries .........  The break came, not because Champ
Clark*s case wasrhopeless, but because he was likely
to be nominated.74
On Monday, July 1, 1812, the sixth day of the con­
vention, the New York delegation, just before the twenty- 
seventh ballot, through delegate Stan oilfield, ansv;erec 
W. J. Bryan in the following speech to the convention:
The integrity, the manhood, the personal and the 
political honor of every delegate of the ninety from the 
State of New York have been impugned and insulted upon 
the floor of this convention. I have a right to be 
heard in its defense, and I desire to say at the out­
set, in order that I may receive a fair hearing at the 
hands of this convention, and particularly, I desire to 
say to the followers of Colonel Bryan, that I am one of 
those whc} back in the dark nights of 1896, followed the 
flag of Colonel Bryan, and spoke in city, village, and 
hamlet in favor of his election .........
Let us look for a moment at the makeup of the dele­
gation from New York. We have here the democratic 
governor and the lieutenant governor of the state. We 
have upon the delegation the man who was the democratic 
candidate for president of the United States in 1904.
We have an ex-justice of the supreme court of the state. 
We have lawyers of repute, business men, professional
^ Morning World Herald, July 2, 1912.
^ Tne Lincoln Daily Star, June 30, 1912.
74The Omaha Daily Bee, Morning, June 30, 1912.
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men, and men in every walk and department of life........
If this delegation, so composed, be the puppets of wax, 
as insinuated by the gentleman from Nebraska, we say to 
that money-grabbing,selfish, office-seeking, favor- 
hunting, publicity-loving, manplot from Nebraska that 
if the ninety delegates from New York wno are of the 
character I have described, are within the control and 
power of one man, they are moved by wires of tremendous
human voltage.........
The gentleman from Nebraska (Mr. Bryan) has said that 
no candidate who has behind him the vote of the ninety 
men from New York can go forth from this convention with 
hope or expectation of success. I desire, in reply, 
to say that the vote of New York is vital to success, 
and no man can go forth from this convention stigmatized 
and branded with Bryanism, and come within half a million
votes of carrying the state of New York........
Mr. Bryan has said that no man having the support of 
the New York delegation can be elected at the polls, 
because they are under the influence of Ryan, Morgan, 
and Belmont . . . .  and when he makes the statement that 
these men, Morgan, Ryan, and Belmont are the plutocrats 
of this convention, he omits one name, and of all the 
delegates upon the floor of this convention, outside of 
the three he has named, the richest and the most power­
ful is the gentleman from Nebraska.
Any man who, for pay, has been writing from the 
republican convention" in favor of the election of Mr. 
Bryan*s partner and ally, Theodore Roosevelt, ought to 
be expelled from the floor of the convention. Colonel 
Bryan never intended to support the candidate of this 
convention, unless that candidate should be Bryan him­
self. We have heara for months gone by that Colonel 
Bryan, by his voice and influence, was supporting 
Woodrow Y/ilson in one place) that he was supporting 
Champ Clark in another; that he was combating Harmon here 
and Underwood there; all of the time desiring and in­
tending in pursuit of his own selfish ends, to produce a 
deadlock in this convention in order that he might be 
the recipient of the fruits of the controversy and the 
discord so engendered.
A roll call of New York showed the following: 
Underwood, 2; Wilson, 9; Clark, 78; and one not voting. New 
York following the unit rule, the ninety votes of that dele­
gation went to Clark. This poll was taken before the
^^ Official T.eport of the Proceedings_ of the
Democratic National Convention . . . .  1912, pp. 281-88.
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twenty-seventh ballot.
The effect of Bryan's change of vote on the con-
ryfi
vention '‘crowd was enormous. 1 The total immediate effect 
on tne convention vote was negligible. At last Bryan’s 
moral influence was measured in a roll call. Wilson re­
ceived five more votes on the fourteenth ballot, and Clark
77one and one-naif votes less. The shift of votes from
Clark to Wilson was almost counter-balanced by a shift from
Wilson to Clark. "The game was still on, and the convention
7Rwas still the same old convention.“ Gradually, however,
Wilson began to gain, the decisive ballot was the forty-
79third when the Illinois delegation shifted to Wilson.
80
Woodrow Wilson was nominated on the forty-sixth ballot.
Robert E. Mattingly of the District of Columbia 
remarked, concerning the nominations for vice-president:
Mr. Chairman, many great democrats have been men­
tioned to this magnificent convention, but the greatest 
of all has not been named. We want victory with Wilson 
in November, next, and whomever we nominate, I now pre­
dict that victory will be ours; but in order to make 
assurance doubly sure, let us nominate for vice-president 
the great exponent of democracy, William Jennings Bryan 
of Nebraska.
Bryan answered:
The same belief that led me to prefer another for 
the presidency, rather than to be the candidate myself, 
leads me to prefer another rather than myself to be a
7@Abbott, op. cit. . p. 526.
Appendix C, p. 105.
78Abbo11, op. cit.
79The Outlook, Editorial, July 13, 1912, p. 557.
^°Appendix C, p. 105.
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candidate for vice-president........
I believe that I can render more service to m y  
country when I have not the embarrassment of a nomin­
ation and have not the suspicion of a selfish interest 
than I could as a candidate; and your candidates will 
not be more active in this campaign than I shall be. -*■
Bryan closed his speech by seconding the nomination 
of two men, Governor Burke of North Dakota, and Senator 
Chamberlain of Oregon.
17. J. Bryan received one or more votes for nomin­
ation for the presidency in twenty-nine out of the forty- 
six ballots. On the nineteenth ballot, he received seven 
votes; six from Idaho and one from Wisconsin. Pennsylvania 
cast two votes for Bryan on the second ballot, while the 
other states which gave Bryan one vote during the course of 
balloting were Wisconsin, Ohio, Virginia, and Arizona.. For
a time it was thought that Bryan might suddenly become a
8 2"compromise candidate.1
The one figure which stood out in relief against the
confused background of the proceedings in Baltimore was that 
8 5of Bryan.  ^ Governor Aldrich declared that Bryan was the
"most conspicuous feature of the whole convention ........
84He is a bigger man than the nominee."
PI Official Report of the Proceedings of the 
Democratic National Convention . . . .  1912, pp. 582-85.
®^The Outlook, Editorial, July 15, 1912, p. 557.
8^ibid., Editorial, July IS, 1912, p. 505.
84The Lincoln Daily Star, July 2, 1912.
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Bryan explained his change from Clark to V/ilson to 
his Nebraska constituents in an address at Lincoln, July 5, 
1912. 111 became convinced that Mr. Clark could not lead a
winning fight on benaif of progressive principles. Mr.
Clark1s managers chose to ally themselves against the pro­
gressive sentiment.0
Bryan stated that Clark’s first mistake was overlook­
ing the radical difference in the democratic party of the 
progressives and reactionaries, his second mistake was in 
the selection of managers, who sought to advance his cause 
by manipulation ra.ther tn&n candid appeal. Clerk's third 
mistake was that of remaining neutral in the fight between 
Judge Parker and Bryan for the temporary chairmanship, while 
the Clark managers were working like "'beavers*1 for Parker.*3®
The general feeling existed that Champ Clark owed 
his defeat for the presidential nomination because of the 
selection of Judge Parker as temporary chairman.®^ The bosses 
at Baltimore gained one hollow victory and suffered several 
stunning defeats. The victory was that of Judge Parker's 
election over Bryan for temporary chairman. This event 
"precipitated" much the same kind of conflict as prevailed
o o
at Chicago.
^^Morning World Herald, July 6, 1912.
BP
The Commoner, Jul^ 5, 1912.
^7The Lincoln Daily Star, July 4, 1912.
^ The Outlook, "The Democratic Convention,"
July 13, 1912.
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0. K. Davis is authority for the statement that 
Bryan had given the progressive leaders assurances during 
the course of the republican convention which he attended 
as a newspaper correspondent, that he was going to the 
Baltimore convention of the democratic party to oppose the 
nomination of Champ Clark, since the latter was supported 
by Tammany Hall. He aaded that he expectea to be defeated 
in his opposition, and in that case, he would support 
Roosevelt for president.
Colonel John G-. Maher expressed a severe criticism 
of Bryan at tiie convention, stating that Bryan could have 
prevented Judge Parker’s selection as temporary chairman, 
if he had stated that under no circumstances would he him­
self become a candidate.^
The nomination of Woodrow ’Tilson by the democratic 
convention was the greatest triumph that came to W. J. Bryan 
during his career. He relied on the force of public opinion
qi
to bring the convention to his feet. x The pressure, to 
bring into line the delegations, was supplied by Bryan through 
public opinion. He did not exert it directly, and the conven- 
did not respond at once, but gradually as the delegates neard
yyDavis, Released for Publication .........   p. 316.
bOTiie Lincoln Daily Star, July 14, 1913.
^iBryan, A Tale of Two Conventions, p. 237, citing 
an unnamed article by Joseph L. Bristow, in The New York 
World, (ca. July 10, 1912.
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QO
from t h e public, they yielded.
The committee appointed by the progressives at Chicago 
on June 23, 1912, issued a call on July 8, 1912, for a con­
vention to meet in Chicago on August 5, 1912. The call was 
issued to all people of progressive leanings throughout the 
country regardless of former party affiliations. Joseph M. 
Dixon of Montana was cnairman of the progressive national 
committee.^ 3 Nebraska sent a full slate of delegates, ^  who
were chosen by the A. G-. Wray mass convention at Lincoln,
95July 31, 1912. Three memoers of the progressive delegation 
had also attended the republican convention in Chicago, June 
18-23, 1912.96
Roosevelt had already been placed in nomination by the 
mass convention in Orchestra Hall on June 22, 1912; but at 
that time he had explained that he would accept only on con­
dition that the nomination be ratified by delegates chosen to
97meet August 5, 1912. The Nebraska delegation played an 
unimportant part in the activities of the convention.
b^The Outlook, Editorial, July 13, 1912, p. 5b8.
0 3
Meyers, The Republican party a History, p. 400.
94
*Appendix C, p. 110. 
bbgee page 72.
y6Appendix C, p. 110, footnote.
b^Aboott, ,rTne Progressive Convention,H The Outlook, 
August 17, 1912, p. 860.
CHAPTER IV
CAMPAIGN AND ELECTION
Following the national conventions, Roosevelt lead­
ers in Nebraska were divided as to whether they should go on 
with their attempt to capture the republican state organi­
zation, join the new Roosevelt party, or support Woodrow 
Wilson. General progressive sentiment leaned towards Wilson, 
while politicians favored one of the other alternatives.J-
All party state conventions were to be held July 30, 
1912, and the prospects for the republican convention showed, 
that it would be packed with, and controlled by, men who 
were no longer real republicans.
These men have not actually bolted up to date, nor 
will they have bolted when the convention meets. But 
they will go to the convention prepexed to desert the 
old party within a week or so after the convention has
adjourned .........  They will be nominally republicans
until after the BullJMoose national convention has 
nominated its ticket^........
Under the leadership of George W. Norris, Paul F. 
Clark,5 and F. P. Corrick, it was thought that the Roosevelt 
followers would not abandon their program, but would fight 
to get a majority of the delegates to the state convention.
^The Lincoln Daily Star, July 4, 1912.
sThe World Herald, Morning, July 7, 1912.
°Appendix E, p. 123.
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A few shrewd Taft men stated that they were willing to have 
the Roosevelt managers take possession of the party organi­
zation, since they saw nothing ahead except defeat for the
republican ticket, no matter which faction gained the upper 
4
hand. The Norfolk News (Nebraska) denounced Norris for re­
fusing to abide by the action of the republican national 
convention. The Norfolk paper stated:
If the report from Washington, as to the bolt from 
the republican party by G-eorge W. Norris . . . .  is true 
. . . . then the time nas come for the republican state
central committee to fill the vacancy in Nebraska by
nominating a republican for the senatorial race........
Mr. Norris sought the nomination of the republican party 
and won it. If now he refuses to support the ticket or 
the party platform . . . .  then the only honorable thing 
for Mr. Norris to do is to resign as the candidate of the 
regular republican party5........
Congressman Norris wrote a letter to republican state 
chairman, John L. Kennedy, and suggested that a state wide 
primary be held exclusively for republicans, and if the 
republican voters decided in favor of Taft, he would resign.
I am a believer in the recall, and I am willing that 
it should be applied to me, and if, since my nomination, 
my course in refusing to recognize Mr. Taft as the re­
publican nominee is unsatisfactory to the republicans 
who nominated me. I am not only willing, but I believe 
it is my duty to withdraw.5
Kennedy answered Norris' offer in the follov/ing
manner;
I appreciate fully your desire to have the repub­
licans of the state approve or disapprove your attitude
4The Lincoln Dally Star, July 4, 1912.
^Ibid. , reciting The Norfolk Nev/s, (ca. July 1, 1S12). 
^The Omaha Evening Bee, July 18, 1912.
61
with respect to the re-nomination of President Taft, 
but I do not believe the proposed state-wide primary is
practical.......... 7/e have no law which applies to
such a primary?........
Norris Brown, the incumbent senator, stood by 
President Taft. He said that Taft was nominated under con­
vention rules used since Lincoln’s time, and that "so long 
as the apportionment of delegates remains as it is . . .  .
the south will always have and exercise the same power in
8every republican convention. 1
The Douglas County republican central committee met 
July 16, 1912, adopted a resolution commending Victor P.ose- 
water for his 1 high minded’1 and 11able conduct,1 as republican 
national committee chairman.
The committee called the Douglas county republican 
convention for July 20, 1912, and Chairman Ben S. Baker 
appointed a committee of five to name the delegates to the
q
county convention.
R. B. Howell, republican national committeeman, 
protested against the method of selecting delegates to the 
county convention. He stated in a letter to Ben S. Baker;
,f. . . .to adopt such an unusual and unrepublican method of
naming delegates to our county convention . . . .  seems to
?The Lincoln Dally Star, July 25, 1912.
8The Omaha Daily Bee, Morning, July 9, 1912. 
^The Omaha Evening Bee, July 16, 1912.
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to me, not only unwise, but likely to be subversive of party 
harmony*^.........”
Baker answered Howell: 11. . . . Every year since
tiie enactment of the primary law in this stave, this county
has not held a primary to elect delegates to the county con­
ventions. A primary in this county . . . .  would tax our 
treasury about S50G . . . .  the balance in our treasury now 
shows $6.15 ........ “
George W. Norris criticized the manner of selecting 
the county delegates in a letter to F. P. Corrick:
. . . .  I want to say that the proceedings of this
committee are a great deal more radical and revolutionary 
than the action of the national committee in Chicago.
They have called the convention to convene four clays 
after the call for the meeting had been issued by the 
committee........ This is the most revolutionary pro­
ceeding that..has ever been heard of. IS
John 0. Yeiser issued a call for a mass meeting of
Douglas County republicans to meet July 25, to select dele­
gates to the republican state convention. This “Bull Moose1 
meeting was called in protest to the l,Bossism in the repub­
lican party’1 and the manner of allowing the county chairman
to appoint five men “to select delegates to the county
convention. ”-LO
1QIbid.. July 17, 1912.
1~LI'bld. . July 18, 1912.
-^sThe Lincoln Daily Star, July 22, 1912.
Ibrpfoe Omaha Evening Bee, July 19, 1912.
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The Douglas County republican convention, with its 
chairman, Ben S. Baker, endorsed the Taft administration, 
and called upon the republican electors of Nebraska "to 
support the president or resign from the ticket."1^
Yeiser dominated the "Bull Noose" gathering, July 
23, 1912. The Omaha Evening Bee called it "one of the most 
I’emarkable assemblages ever set before the public." They 
met in order to name a delegation to the republican state 
convention which "should contain no man who is even suspected 
of favoring the re-election of President Taft." Dr. W. C. 
Kenry was chosen chairman, and the committee on delegates 
selected ninety-four in three minutes. The meeting was 
attended by tliree-hundred, and it proved to be a strenuous 
affair with several fights enlivening the program.*^
The Morning World Herald stated that, under the 
control of the Taft supporters, about "fifty prizefighters, 
thugs, and plug uglies" tried to capture the Roosevelt 
gathering. Several fist fights took place, but "it was a 
clean cut victory for Mr. Yeiser and his friends against the 
attempt to break up their convention."^
The Lancaster County republican convention divided, 
and two conventions were held. The "Bull Moose" element 
captured the regular convention, and after its adjournment
14Ibld., July SO, 19IS.
15Ibld., July 23, 1912.
Nornlnp; V/orld Herald, July 24, 1912.
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the Taft men organized another meeting. George A. Adams
was selected Chairman of the first convention, and Judge
1 7E. P. Holmes named chairman of the Taft group.
With contesting delegations from four of the most
populous counties of the state--Douglas, Lancaster, Gage,
and Jefferson— as well as from a few of the smaller counties,
the outlook prior to the state convention indicated a split.°
The latest count showed 226 delegates for Roosevelt, 174 for
Taft, and 155 uninstructed, "of whom the Roosevelt faction
may get two-thirds." Contests were filed involving 204 seats.
The 204 seats whose title was in question were the ones that
furnished the key to the situation.
Governor Aldrich met with John L. Kennedy in an
effort to reach a basis for compromise proceedings on July
2G, 1912. This meeting ended in a complete failure, and it
was generally admitted that compromise in the republican
state convention was far from a r e a l i t y . G o v e r n o r  Aldrich
insisted, that the contests put up by the Taft forces v?ere
without merit. "What the Taft people want is a chance to
PIvote for electors who stand by the president ,f ^
Senator Norris Brown and Congressman Norris were
lr?The Nebraska State Journal, July 25, 1912.
18The Omaha Daily Bee, Morning, July 28, 1912.
19The Lincoln Daily Star, July 27, 1912.
88The Nebraska State Journal, July 28, 1912.
21The Omaha Daily Bee, Morning, July 28, 1912.
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expected to be rival candidates for the republican state
convention temporary chairman. Taft leaders wanted Brown,
while the Roosevelt men felt that N0rris would be the best
man to oppose him. Some of the Taft group were anxious to
bring about the election of Victor Rosewater for temporary
chairman. ,f . . . . The choice of Rosewater would start the
scheduled factional fight sooner than now anticipated.
The executive committee of the state central cora- 
-  24-mittee selected N. h. McDonald of Fairbury as their recom­
mendation for temporary chairman of the convention. Chairman 
Kennedy stated that: "We decided upon McDonald because we
knew he has had experience.......... It was largely due to
his faithful work in the committee that we won the glorious
victory in the state last y e a r .......... What we want is
2 5harmony 1 "
The progressives were in full control with a safe 
margin of delegates. However, the executive committee 
which was empowered to hear contests and decide them, so far 
as the vote on the temporary organization was concerned, 
could destroy their control if it accepted the argument that 
the progressives who controlled in so many county conventions 
were not real repuolicans in that they did not endorse the
^ Morning World Herald, July 15, 1912.
25Ibia., July 20, 1812.
^ A p p e n d ix  K , p .  1 5 8 .
25
The Omaha Daily Bee, Morning, July 24, 1912.
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national ticket, and were, to all intents and purposes, 
hostile to the candidacy of Taft.
The committee met July 29, 1212, and listened for 
many weary hours to the arguments of the op2DOsing sides in 
contests from eight or nine counties. In each .case, the 
contestants were Taft supporters, with the exception of 
Douglas County where the Taft men held the regular creden­
tials. In Dawes County, the manner of calling the conven­
tion played a part, and party regularity was not urged.
In Boyd County a resolution was adopted endorsing Roosevelt. 
Other resolutions censuring the national committee and 
Victor Rosewater, all wrapped in a "red bandana handker­
chief, 1 were made the issue. In Furnas County, the Taft 
contestants held their convention on Saturday preceeding the 
state convention, and at once put in an appearance. The 
delegation from the regularly called convention did not 
appear until July 50, just before noon. In all other coun­
ties, the question of who were republicans good enough to
26sit in a. republican convention, was made the test. "
In the beginning, the Taft forces commanded four 
members of the executive committee^? and the progressives1 
two members. The former were Dredla of Saline, Jefferis 
of Douglas, McNish of Cuming, and McDonald of Buffalo. The 
latter were McConaughy of Phelps arid Ferneau of Nemaha.
26The Nebraska State Journal, July 51, 1912.
27Appendix K, p. 158.
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Chairman Kennedy, who had. a vote only In case of a tie, 
favored the president’s cause.
After listening to testimony all afternoon, Dredla 
turned over to the progressive republican side, insofar as 
the credentials were concerned. He refused to vote to seat 
the Taft delegates where they.had lost out in conventions 
where no trickery was charged. This put it up to Chairman 
Kennedy to cast the deciding vote.
The committee was scheduled, to meet the morning of 
July 30, 1912, to listen to the Furnas County ca.se, but it 
did not meet. Instead, its members did their utmost, es­
pecially the Taft members, to secure a compromise of some 
sort. Chairman Kennedy presented, a proposition which called 
for control of the temporary organization by the Taft men, 
and the withdrawal of the anti-Taft electors from the elec­
toral ticket. He was second.ed in the second part of this 
effort by E. M. Pollard, of Cass, and Governor Aldrich. The 
first suggestion of Chairman Kennedy developed, in a lenghy 
conference that lasted for hours and. was not considered at 
all by the progressive republicans. The second was favorably 
considered by them up to a point where it was agreed that 
good offices would be used to get the objectionable electors 
off the ticket after it had become certain that third-party
op
candidates for elector could, be placed on the ballot.''0
The defection of Dredla. and the known fact that many
°^The Nebraska State Journal, July 31, 1912.
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Taft delegates in the convention would not vote for the 
arbitrary unseating of the progressive republican delegates 
where they would not endorse Taft, led the Taft members of 
the committee to drop the fight over the control of the tem­
porary organization of the convention. They asked only for 
the withdrawal of the five electors. It was intimated that 
the Taft members of the committee would use their influences 
to have the contests dropped.
The upshot was that the progressive republican steer­
ing committee handed out an ultimatum, that the executive 
committee must first pass on the contests, as they would not 
make any agreement wherein seats in the convention were a 
factor. They declared they either were proper delegates or 
were not, and no agreement could change it. Added to this 
was the uncompromising attitude of the electors who were in 
the city. None of these would agree to abide by any agreement 
which meant their withdrawal from the republican ticket.
Roosevelt leaders met on the evening of July 29,
1912, and decided to run the convention as a Roosevelt 
affair. They planned to rush the convention at the start 
and nominate Governor Aldrich temporary chairman, sweep the 
Taft forces of their feet, and cause them to bolt the 
proceedings.'"
The convention was called to order at twelve o*clock
29Ibid.
^°The Lincoln Daily Star, July 50, 1912.
p,o
July 50, accoikiing to the requirement of the law, and then
was adjourned without any action being taken until three
o'clock in the afternoon "to allow further efforts to get
together......... " The galleries were packed at two
o ’clock. ’When Victor Rosewater joined his delegation, the
51house broke out in jeers and hoots.1
The presiding officer, Chairman Kennedy, announced 
that N. p. lieDonald, selected by the state committee for 
temporary chairman, had withdrawn in the interest of harmony 
and that the committee would not make a recommendation for 
chairman. A. C. Epperson, progressive floor leader, named 
Governor Aldrich to preside over the preliminary delibera­
tions. S. A. Searle, of Douglas County, objected and placed 
in nomination John L. Kennedy. Kennedy declined to make the 
race. Governor Aldrich was finally selected temporary 
chairman. Bearle offered a resolution "that no person who 
was not for the national ticket and national platform was 
entitled to a seat in the convention.” Aldrich ruled him 
out of order and told him that he could present his matter 
after the permanent organization had been perfected. Searle 
appealed, and the appeal was denied him. Someone in the 
convention called out to say that "this was the same ruling 
made by ’Vic* Rosewater in Chicago," and the governor re- 
spondea "that he was glad to be in illustrious company."0
^ The Nebraska State Journal, July 51, 1812 
5SIbid.
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The Omalia Daily Bee stated, that the governor’s ’rulings on 
motions were the most outrageous ever heard in a Nebraska 
convention.”
Governor Aldrich appointed the credentials committee, 
and Searle again introduced a resolution. ”, . . . instruc­
ting this credentials committee to refuse to seat alldele- 
who did not intend to support the national ticket and plat­
form. " He was again ruled out of order, and that was the 
signal for the bolt, "which everyone knew was coming."
Searle took his hat and started for the door; the Douglas 
County delegation and several others followed him.'"'4
The "Bolters," or Taft-rnen, organized their conven­
tion the same afternoon, selected E. G. McGilton of Omaha as
temporary chairman, and proceeded to select their state
55  ^q
central committee0 and adopt their platform.1" Fifty-seven
counties responded to roll call, and this second convention
made the cut clean between the progressive and ”standpat"
factions. "R. B. Howell stood back near the door of the hall
with a sneering smile on his face," while this convention was 
57forming.
The Roosevelt convention, under the leadership of 
Governor Aldrich, t loro ugh their control of the main
r?
°°The Omaha Daily Bee, Horning, July 51, IS12.
^ The Nebraska State Journal, July 51, 1812.
oi:>Appendix K, p. 156.
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The Omaha. Daily Bee, Morning, July 31, IS 12.
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convention, claimed to be the “regular" wing of the party, 
although the Taft men who bolted the gathering took with 
them the officers of the state committee, the official 
records, and a majority of the executive committee.58
The Aldrich convention selected a state central 
committee,59.passed a resolution of praise for the action of 
John 0. Yeiser in calling the Roosevelt convention in Douglas 
County,40 and adopted a platform.41
The Omaha Daily Bee (Morning) is authority for this 
report on the republican division:
The split was brought about by peremptory notice by 
the anti-Taft men that all negotiations for compromise 
were at an end.......... It was precipitated by the arbi­
trary refusal of Governor Aldrich as temporary chairman 
to entertain a proper motion to instruct the credentials 
committee that no delegate be entitled to sit in the con­
vention who does not support the republican national 
standard bearers, and his still more arbitrary. . . . re­
fusal to permit an appeal from this d e c i s i o n . 42
On the day following the twin republican conventions, 
seventy-five "Bull Moosers" met in another convention in 
Lincoln under the chairmanship of Judge A. G. Wray. This 
group voted to continue the organization for the purpose of
placing Roosevelt before the people at the November electionf^
_
The Lincoln Daily Star, July 31, 1912.
Appendix K, p. 157.
4QThe Omaha Daily Bee, Morning, duly 31, 1912.
41
Appendix G-, p. 144.
^ The Omaha Evening Bee, July 31, IS 12.
45The Morning World Herald, August 1, 1912.
The convention adopted a platform, * selected sixteen dele- 
gates, ' to attend the progressive national convention in
a .-r^
Chicago, August 5, and chose an executive committee. u
Resolutions were read by one of the governor's most
47insistent political advisors, J. L. McBrien.
At this meeting it was voted that the convention
should take a recess to meet "at the call of the executive
committee to name candidates for electors after it had been
ascertained by what process such electors can be lodged on
48the November ballot under their own party name."
Thomas Allen of Lincoln sent a letter to all demo­
crats regarding the democratic state convention at Grand 
Island. The letter urged that men who sympathized with 
Y/ilson and the Baltimore platform should head the democratic 
state convention. Allen stated: "The old committee was, and
T
is, a Harmon committee; the democrats at the primary repu-
49diated Harmon and the thing;s he stood for......... 1
The Morning Nor Id Herald had this to say about Allen:
What is Tom Allen's authority for saying John 0.
Byrnes, the chairman, is not in sympathy with Wilson and 
the Baltimore platform. Nebraska democracy has had some
-^Appendix G, p. 135.
^Appendix C, p. 110.
^The Nebraska State Journal, August 1, 1912. Atx . L, t> ---------------------------- 159
ZL7
* Horning World Herald, August 1, 1912.
The Nebraska State Journal. August 1, 1912.
^ Horning World Herald, Editorial, July 17, 1912.
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bitter experience witli Tom Allen in charge of the state 
committee. He is the last man that should institute a 
campaign against B y r n e s . 50
The Douglas County democratic convention was called 
for July 27, 1912. J. V/. Woodrough, president of the 
Woodrow Y/ilson league at a meeting July 22, stated that 
W. J. Bryan was against the re-election of J. C. Byrnes as 
state chairman to handle the Wilson campaign, and that Mayor 
Dahlman and his associates were working for the re-election 
of J. C. Byrnes.51 »Mayor Dahlman will whoop ’ er up for
Chairman Byrnes and stand by Senator G. M. Hitchcock1s crowd 
until the Bryan forces go under, or gain control and flatten 
the opposition with the steam roller.”
Arthur F. Mullen was in favor of the election of 
Byrnes as chairman. He said: HA11 democrats who have a real
interest in the welfare and success of Wilson and our state 
ticket ought to favor Byrnes for chairman of the committee.”
In the Lancaster County democratic convention, Bryan1s 
course at Baltimore was commended, and the Baltimore platform 
received a tribute at the hands of the resolutions committee. 
The entire state democratic ticket was supported. The -Omaha 
World Herald stated; nTom S. Allen1s desires were not con-
rT
suited and as a result, the affair was harmonious throughout1!
BO
Morning World Herald, July 17, 1912.
^ The Omaha Evening Bee, July 25, 1912.
52Ibid., July 29, 1912.
5Wlornlnp; V/orld Herald, July 21, 1912.
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The lines were all drawn for a fight between the 
Bryan and anti-Bryan factions on endorsement of Bryanfs 
action at the national convention. The fight was to be made 
on whether Bryan*s action in breaking from his “instructions 
and going over to Wilson will be endorsed or whether the 
action of Senator Hitchcock, who stood by Clark and his- in­
structions to the last, will be endorsed. “54
Six hundred and sixty-eight of the nine hundred and
seventy-eight delegates-to the democratic state convention
were accounted for by the headquarters of the Nebraska
progressive democratic league by July 29, 1912; 404 were pro-
Bryan, 150, anti-Bryan, and 114 classed as doubtful. Enough
were claimed by the follwers of Bryan to exceed one-half the
delegate strength of the convention. Several counties had
endorsed the policy of Bryan at Baltimore, yet they were
partial to the endorsement of Byrnes as chairman of the state
central committee. Some of the counties followed the unit
rule, while others contained split delegations. Most of those
had a majority for Bryan, and If the state convention voted
to follow the unit rule on all ballots, Bryan would gain a
55distinct advantage.
The question of harmony or fight on the chairmanship 
of the state committee, endorsement of the resolutions and 
endorsement of the action of the Bryan forces at Baltimore
5^The Omaha Evening Bee, July 29, 1912.
55Tne Nebraska State Journal, July 29, 1912.
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were the chief factors to be settled at the convention.^
The Bryan forces triumphed in the democratic state 
convention. W. H. Thompson of Grand Island was elected 
chairman of the state committee over John C. Byrnes of 
Columbus, whom T. S. Allen and Charles Bryan set out to de­
feat some weeks before. A platform*3 ^ was adopted, and a 
resolution commending 77. J. Bryan for his action at the 
Baltimore convention was passed by an overwhelming majority 
of 656-t to 246-g-. In all of the clashes between the two 
forces during the afternoon and evening session, the Bryan 
men had little difficulty in keeping control of the conven­
tion.
Lancaster County voted solidly for Thompson and 
Douglas County cast its 105 votes for Byrnes. When the roll 
call was finished, Thompson had 4B7 votes, and Byrnes had 
428. The Byrnes men took the defeat gracefully and showed 
every evidence of being willing to support the ticket. Byrnes 
himself admitted that he would not have been a candidate for 
re-election had it not been for letters said to have been 
sent out by Charles Bryan and T. S. Allen, urging democrats 
not to vote for him.
The convention never slipped out of control of the 
Bryan men. W. K. Thompson, the Bryan candidate, was chosen 
temporary chairman, and he was Immediately made permanent
D6lPld., July 50, 1912. 
^Appendix &, p. 130.
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chairman. A new state central committee was chosen, and 
Thompson appointed a committee of seven on resolutions so 
arranged that only two of the seven, Mayor Jim Dahlman of 
Omaha and Fred W. Ashton of Grand Island, were anti-Bryan 
men, ^
Arthur Mullen of Omaha, and others, spoke in opposi­
tion to the resolution endorsing Bryan1s action at Baltimore, 
while Richard L. Metcalfe of Lincoln was the chief spokesman 
for endorsement.^ Metcalfe said: MWe have to keep from
Mr. Bryan*s throat In this state, the fangs of an ignorant 
brute that was not worthy to lace his shoes.1 During his 
speech to the convention, Metcalfe dramatically paced up and 
down the platform shaking his fists again and again in the
«i
faces of the Douglas County delegation.
The populist state convention met at Aurora, July 50, 
1912. This group endorsed the democratic ticket, both state 
and national, ^  adopted a platform,^0 and selected a state
A
central committee. The meeting was called to order by 
state chairman J. H. Grosvenor, and J, B. Bishop was chosen
58Appendix K, p. 155.
^c'The Nebraska State Journal, July 51, 1912.
^The Commoner, August 9, 1912.
^ The Omaha Evening Bee , July 51, 1912.
6^The Nebraska State Journal, July 51, 1912. 
^Appendix G, p. 134. 
d4Appendix K, p. 156.
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chairman. The convention refused to send delegates to the
national convention at St. Louis.d6 The Omaha Daily Bee
stated that: "The so-called populist convention at Aurora
proves simply a repetition of the fake form kept up by the
6 7democratic masqueraders for trading purposes only.”
The socialist state convention was held at Lincoln,
July 50, 1912. C. R. Cyler called the meeting to order and 
presided during the session. All congressional districts 
were represented, and a platform6® was adopted.
gq
Dr. Aaron S. Watkins, the prohibition party candidate
for vice-president, spoke at the prohibition state convention
in Lincoln, July 50, 1912. Dr. Watkins stated that the
"prohibition party was the first and only progressive party,
It being the first political organization to favor all the
70reform measures......... 1 The convention adopted a plat-
71 7Pform and selected a state central committee.
The twin republican conventions caused two parties to
grow where one had grown before; each claimed to be
^ The Lincoln Daily Star, July 51, 1912.
66The Omaha Evening Bee, July 51, 1912.
67The Omaha Daily Bee, Morning, (Editorial) Aug. 1, 1912. 
Appendix G, p. 147.
Appendix D, p. 115.
70
The Lincoln Daily Star, July 51, 1912.
Appendix G, p. 142.
7 o
‘"Appendix K, p. 156.
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republican, but one in reality represented the "Bull Moose" 
party, and, according to The Omaha Daily Bee, would, no 
doubt, be absorbed temporarily into the new third party.7^ 
Frank P. Corrick was slated for chairman of the Roosevelt 
republican state central committee. Corrick had 1 spent his 
days and nights nourishing the Roosevelt movement which 
caused the split.1 ^  The Roosevelt republican state central 
committee elected A. C. Epperson chairman on August 14, 1912. 
Epperson was one of the two Nebraska delegates who refused 
to obey Roosevelt's orders at the republican national con­
vention.7 *^ Corrick laid his defeat at the "door of Governor 
Aldrich and his appointees.1176 The famous "Aldrich double 
cross" defeated the radical "Bull Moose" sympathizers in the 
progressive faction of the republican party, and the "con­
ciliators" took control of the organization. The progressive 
republican faction repudiated the action of its delegates to 
the Chicago convention, most of whom left the convention! un­
der the leadership of the "Bull Moose."^7 This it did under 
the leadership of Governor Aldrich, who threw down one of his 
political friends to accomplish his end. Corrick was a little 
too progressive, and Aldrich needed a state chairman who could
76The Omaha Daily Bee, Morning, August 4, 1912.
7^Ibid., August 19, 1912.
76See page 37.
76The Omaha Daily Bee, Morning, August 19, 1912.
77The Lincoln Daily Star, August 14, 1912.
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appeal to the Taft republicans.79 Corrick was later elected 
chairman of the progressive party state committee. Corrick 
stated: "I have been selected to manage the Roosevelt cam­
paign in this s t a t e .......... We will put up a hard fight
from the start to the finish." " The installation of 
Corrick was done in obedience to orders coming from the Na­
tional Roosevelt campaign managers.90
Of the eight republican electors, five announced 
their intention to support Roosevelt. Indications pointed 
to both factions of the republican party having a full set of 
presidential electors at the November election. Now the
question was, which of the two tickets would be accorded the
31name republican? A resolution prepared by Victor Rosewatsr 
and A. W. Jefferis of Omaha requested the five anti-Taft
Q O  O ' z
electors " to get off the ticket. The republican national 
committee, at a meeting in New York City, adopted, a resolu­
tion asking the presidential electors named for Taft In 
Nebraska, but "who are npw for Colonel Roosevelt . . . .  to 
immediately retire."9^ Three of the electors, W. J. Broatch,
79The Lincoln Daily Stnr, August 15, 1912.
79Ibid. . August 28, 1912.
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The Omaha Evening Bee. August 23, 1912.
9"*~Ibid. . Edit orial, Auguc t 5, 1912.
"Appendix E, p. 122, footnote.
" The Lincoln Daily Star. August 27, 1912.
^ M orning World Herald. September 19, 1912.
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Allen Johnson, and George S. Flory were questioned concerning 
the national committee resolution, all three stated they 
would not get off the ticket and would pajr no attention to 
the ruling.88 J. L. McBrien and Nathan Merriam, members of 
the executive committee88 appointed by the A. G. Wray conven­
tion July 31, 1812, met with Senator Dixon, the chairman of 
the national committee for the Roosevelt political organiza­
tion, and it was decided that the Roosevelt electors should 
withdraw and allow their places to go to the Taft men, while 
the Roosevelt electors should be nominated as progressives.
N. P. Hansen, Governor Aldrichfs political agent, met with 
Dixon along with McBrien and Merriam.8^ John 0. Yeiser- 
stated that the program now would be to hold another state 
convention and select two more electors who would favor 
Roosevelt. Yelser wanted the Roosevelt electors to appear 
on the ticket in two places, the republican and progressive 
columns. The new convention would endorse all the republican 
state ticket except the electors. Yeiser stated, “This sews 
the Taft people up in great shape.”8®
Nathan Merriam, the progressive national committeeman 
from Nebraska, could not say just how the “Bull Moosers<l
85Ibld.
8®The_ Omaha Evening B e e , August 1, 1912.
®^The Lincoln Daily Star. August 20, 1912-
nq
The Omaha Evening Bee. August 8, 1912.
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would be registered in the fall election. “We are kindly 
disposed toward the republican state ticket,” he said.88
The executive committee of the “Bull Moose” party 
met August 21, 1912, at Lincoln; it was understood the call
would be made for a state convention of the “Moosers”
an
September 3, 1912." The official call for the convention
was prepared August 22 in Governor Aldrich’s office. The
business of the convention as enumerated in the call was:
“The formation of a newr party, adoption of a party name,
nomination of eight presidential electors, a United States
0*1
senator, and a state ticket from governor down.”"- The 
executive committee,88 appointed by the A. G. kray conven­
tion, met August 22, 1912 and issued the call for a con­
vention in tine following manner; “Pursuant to the recess88 
taken at the progressive mass state convention held in Lin­
coln, Nebraska, July 31, 1912, a call is made for said con­
vention to reconvene and come to order , . . .September 3,
1912.” The call enumerated the same business as was given
Q A
out by Governor Aldrich."
The A. G. Wray convention, September 3, 1912,
39■’"ibid., August 12, 1912.
--°The Nebraska Stare Journal, August 21, 1912.
8 ~^The Omaha Evening Bee, August 22, 1912.
92Appendix L, p. 159.
8oSee page 72.
8^The Lincoln Daily Lews, August 22, 1912.
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endorsed G-. W. Norris for United States senator, Aldrich 
for gjvernor, and the remainder of the state republican 
ticket. Six of the eight republican electors were endorsed?® 
W. 0. Henry and 0. G-. Smith were selected to replace W. T. 
Wilcox and A. C. Kennedy, republican electors not endorsed.
The session was attended by about eight-hundred of various 
political faiths, and Hirarn Johnson, the progressive vice- 
president nominee, addressed the gathering. Only some 250 
remained after Johnson’s speech. A platform®® was adopted,
0 7
and the convention chairman, A. G-. Wray, was given authority
to name an executive committee®® to serve in an advisory
. . oqcapacity.
The Omaha Evening Bee stated that only 150 were
present at the meeting, and a recess until evening had to
be taken so that the required number of signers to the party
petition could be secured, in order to make the convention
legal. By evening the managers had solicited enough signers
lOO
from the state fair crowds to complete the five hundred.
The Morning World Herald, in an editorial, stated;
MHaving captured a party which it is fighting desperately to
Appendix E, p. 122, footnote.
O
Appendix O, p. 159.
,:^ The Omaha Evening Bee, September 6, 1912.
J
®8Appendix L, p. 159.
®®The Nebraska State Journal, September 4, 1912. 
lQO^he Omaha Evening Bee, September 4, 1912.
kixl, this same element now holds a mass convention to or­
ganize a progressive party and nominate the same candidates 
all over again.1 ^ 01
The nBolter” republican state central committee in a 
session September 11, nominated six102 Taft electors to take 
the places of the six who 'were for Roosevelt.^ Oo A resolu­
tion was adonted to oust the six Roosevelt electors from the 
republican ticket. A few days later, this committee adopted 
another resolution favoring, the removal of R. E. Howell, 
Nebraska republican national committeeman.^0^
At this time the status of the various branches of 
the republican party had not been determined. ■ The Horning: 
World Herald, in an editorial, issued the following:
If the primary law is worn out in Nebraska, let us 
. . . . repeal it . . . .  if primers'" nominations are 
only a useless waste of effort and time, if candidates 
may be nominated as well by the . . . .  discarded con­
vention system . . . .  let us petition the next legis­
lature to abolish the primary system . . . .  the pro­
gressive party asks that these candidates (electors) be 
placed on the ballot tv/ice . . . .  once as republicans 
. . . . and once as progressives. . . .  if this can be 
done, what is the use of holding primaries. 1°°
A. M. Morrissey, the democratic candidate for
^°^Morning World Herald, September 7, 19IE.
±02The six Taft electors nominated at this time were 
not the six put on' ticket. See appendix page" 2\, footnote
103Appendix E, pp. 121, 122.
IQ^The Omaha Evening Bee, September 25, 1912.
10Scorning World Herald, September 7, 1912.
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attorney general, filed with Secretary of State Addison 
hait a protest against the appearance of the progressive 
party candidates on the election ballot.-*-00 Morrissey 
protested that no massed convention of electors to the 
number of at least five hundred was held for the purpose 
of forming the progressive party, and that five hundred had
not signed an agreement to form such p a r t y . T h e  Lancaster
County court decided this case in favor of the progressives,
and it was appealed to the state supreme court, where the
 ^ . * 108decision was sustained.
A petition for a writ of mandamus was brought in the 
district court of Lancaster County by the ,,Bolter, republican 
state central committee to compel secretary of state Wait 1 to 
place upon the election ballot the names of the republican 
electors already filed by petition in the place of the six 
1 Bull Moose"' electors who refuse to vote for the republican 
candidates on the national ticket.^00 The Lancaster County 
court handed down a decision, directing that the secretary 
of state place on the official ballot as republican candi­
dates for presidential electors, the six names selected by 
the “Bolter“ republican state central committee. This order
191:
lQ6The Omaha Daily Bee, Morning, September 17,
107rphe Nebraska State Journal, September 17, 1912.
108Appendix B, p. 98. Appendix I, p. 151.
109The Omaha Daily Bee, Morning, October 17, 1212.
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meant that the Taft electors would go on the ticket as re­
publicans, and the Roosevelt candidates would go on under
- • u  • 4. H Oohe progressive party name.
At the request of A. rj. Epperson, Secretary of State 
Wait made application for an appeal to the state supreme* i ■
court. The supreme court announced, a unanimous decision,
affirming the action of the district court of Lancaster 
illCounty.
It was generally felt among the "Bolter" repub­
licans that forcing the "Bull Moose" electors off the re­
publican column on the ballot would mean 15 to 20,000 more 
votes for the republican state ticket.
The "Bull Moos ere" in Nebraska had endeavored to 
seize and hold the republican name and organization, at the 
same time having their preferred candidates appear on the 
ballot a second time. In all other states, Colonel Roosevelt 
insisted on third party tickets composed exclusively of his 
followers.
G-eorge W. Norris would not allow either republican 
faction to handle his campaign in this state. He turned, all 
his responsibility over to the "Bull Moose" committee, pre­
sided over by Chairman Corrick, which did not call itself
HOThe Omaha Sunday Bee, 0 c t ob er 20, 1912.
UlThe Omaha Daily Bee, Morning, October 24, 1912;
Appendix B, p. 100. Appendix I, p. 152.
1 "] o
Omaha Daily Bee, Morning, October 24, 1912.
H^Ibld. , October 6, 1912.
republican, but had "gone over bag and baggage, " to the 
third party, yet the Epperson committee nominally republican, 
was organized by the Roosevelt supporters who had captured 
the republican state convention,
Theodore Roosevelt campaigned in the state, and on 
the occasion of his address in Lincoln, when referring to 
Abraham Lincoln*s republicanism, stated: "It is not Penrose
and Barnes . . . .  and Rosewater . . . .  who represent the 
principles of Lincoln. Imagine Abraham Lincoln’s feelings 
with Fenrose, Barnes, and other minor people," Pictures of 
Roosevelt and Norris were displayed on the platform, but 
none of Governor Aldrich. F. F. Corrick, Paul F. Clark, 
and Governor Aldrich were on the platform during Roosevelt’s
1 "I c
speech. ■ Roosevelt stated in his address at Omaha, that 
Rosewater, at the time of the national convention was either
"a boss or a toll of the bosses.......... I leave it to Mr.
Rosewater to choose which position he occupied.
One of the outside speakers imported by the Taft re­
publicans was barren G. Harding, ex-lieutenant-governor of 
Ohio. In a speech at Lincoln in early October, 1912, he 
likened Roosevelt to "the jackass trying to break into the 
oat bin. " 1 1 7
111The Omaha World Herald, October 24, 1912.
11^The Lincoln Daily Star, September 20, 1812.
-^^The Omaha Daily Bee, Morning, September 21, 1912.
X The Omaha world Herald, Morning, October 8, 1S12.
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After the state convention at Grand Island, the 
democrats became more harmonious. J. Y,r. Woodrough, the 
president of the Woodrow Wilson league, said this concern­
ing the Douglas County delegation; "This is the first time 
the democrats have seen pie in sight for twenty years, and 
they can’t afford to be divided."11^
The Omaha Y/orld Herald, in an editorial, stated;
"The time for strife within the party has passed. The time 
is at hand that calls for united and harmonious action."11^
W. J. Bryan campaigned in Nebraska, North Dakota, 
South Dakota, Wyoming, Kansas, Colorado, Montana, Utah, 
Nevada, California, and other states.120 Charles W. Bryan 
headed the reception committee for Woodrow Wilson on the 
occasion of Wilson’s visit to the state. Mayor Dahlman of 
Omaha extended an Invitation to W. J. Bryan to come to Omaha, 
for the Wilson reception. Mayor Dahlman said, "I extended 
the invitation to Mr. Bryan, and it means just what it says 
. . . . if we are to have harmony, I believe in having
harmony right." In reply, C. W. Bryan, acting for W. J.
Brya
Bryan, who was away on a speaking tour, expressed his regrets
*] p-j
and invited Danlman to the Lincoln reception. W. J. Bryan
entertained Wilson at his Fairview home, where both
^^T-ge Omaha Evening Bee, August 2, 1912.
119Omaha World nerald, August 1, 1912. 
xgC)Mornlng World Herald, September 13, 1912. 
l^llbid., October 5, 1912.
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unhestitatingly predicted a democratic victory. Wilson made 
thirteen addresses in the s t a t e . U n i t e d  States Senators 
Ollie James of Kentucky, and Thomas P. Gore of Oklahoma 
campaigned for the democratic cause in Nebraska in October 
1912.125
Emil Sidell, the Milwaukee ex-mayor and socialist 
candidate for the vice-presidency, visited Nebraska on a 
speaking tour in October, 1912.
The Nebraska presidential vote on November 5, 1912, 
showed a large majority for Wilson. N0rris was elected sena­
tor, and three republican congressmen were elected along with
124
three democratic congressmen.
1 8 gIbid.. October 7, 1912.
123
Ibid., September 22, 1912. 
124Appendix E, pp. 121, 124.
CHAPTER V
CONCLUSION
The three-cornered presidential fight in Nebraska 
in 1912 created much more division among the republicans than 
the democrats. Returns indicated that the antagonistic 
progressive and republican parties were united on all party 
nominees below the electoral ticket, excepting governor.
The democratic vote showed a decrease of 21,990 over 1908.
The combined republican and progressive vote was 127 more 
than the republican vote of 1908. The total party vote de- 
clined 16,928 during the same period.
With the exception of Dixon, the thirty-nine counties 
in the eastern portion of the state went democratic. Of the 
four congressional districts in this section, districts one, 
two, and three elected democratic congressmen, while district 
four elected a republican. The western part of the state, 
including fifty-three counties, and containing districts five 
and six, had eighteen progressive counties; one republican 
and thirty-four democratic. Republican congressmen were 
elected in districts five and six. In total, the state slowed 
seventy-three democratic counties, eighteen progressive, and 
one republican, Keya Paha. This was a gain of twenty-six
^"Appendix M, p. 165.
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counties over 1908 for the democrats; sixteen were in the
2eastern portion of the state, ancl ten in the western part.
The democratic vote at the November election more 
than doubled the party primary vote of 1912. The republican 
vote fell off nearly 25,000 in the sarnie period, placing the 
party a poor third behind the progressives. Considerable 
gains were made, at the same time, by the socialist and pro­
hibition parties.
The Roosevelt vote at the primary more than doubled 
the vote of any rival. November returns indicated that 
public opinion was not ready to rescind the unwritten law 
that had limited the president to two terms. The ingrained 
opposition to a third term had exerted a marked influence. 
This was manifested by the state ticket which favored the 
republicans. The state senate gained four republican members 
while the house lost but one seat. Both parties elected 
three congressmen.
The republican factions succeeded in uniting the 
voters on one set of state and local candidates. In most 
cases, the candidates named in the April primaries were on 
the Roosevelt side of the controversy. The supreme court 
decision, state vs. Wait, entitled them to use the title, 
"republican11 following their names on the ballot. The pro­
gressive state convention endorsee, the republican party 
primary nominees. Thus their names appeared on the ballot 
"republican and progressive" and united support was secured
^Appendix M, p. 168.
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on all candidates below the electoral ticket.
Democratic strategy had been to widen the breach 
between the friends of Roosevelt and the friends of Taft. 
Candidates pretending to belong to both the Taft and Roose­
velt parties were ridiculed. Many friends of Taft preferred 
Wilson over Pvoosevelt, and likewise, many friends of Roose­
velt preferred Wilson over Taft. The general advantage 
gained by Wilson was shown by the returns.
The democratic leaders were united and harmonious in 
support of their candidate. Party factional differences were 
buried. Gruenther, Byrnes, and Mullen all fought for Wilson, 
and Mayor Dahlman presided over Bryan1s Omaha meeting. Com­
menting on the election in an editorial, the Morn1ng Wor1d 
Herald had this to say: ". . . . yet the vote fell of
frightful. In this year of almost universal democratic vic­
tory, the party made about as poor a showing in Nebraska as
any state in the u n i o n ......... " It was admitted that there
was a heavy crossing of party lines; democratic votes were 
cast for Roosevelt and Taft, and standpat and progressive 
votes for Wilson.^
The fusion of the two factions of the renublican
party apparently brought about the election of Norris for the
United States senate. He was classed as one of the two
4"progressive" members of the United States senate. The
^Morning World Herald, Editorial, November 14, 1912.
^Ibid., November 28, 1912.
92
election of Norris " . . . .is a natural result of the un­
natural fusion between the republicans and progressives 
legitimatized by the republican supreme court ......... 1,8
Governor Aldrich attempted to manage the republican 
party factions; this had angered and disappointed both 
groups. Aldrich attributed his defeat to the Bryan and 
Taft supporters. HHad the Taft supporters voted for me as 
loyally as the Roosevelt republicans voted for the Taft 
supporters, I would have run with the balance of the state 
t i c k e t .........
Aldrich did not receive the majority vote from his
7nome county, Butler. His campaign against Bryan and Bryan's 
work for Morehead, the democratic nominee, served to help 
bring about his defeat. The Lincoln Daily Star stated that 
Aldrich went into the governor's office with Bryan's ap­
proval, and it was his fault if he had not maintained that 
approval.8
Bryan was sincere in his "valedictory" adoress at 
the national convention when he declined the nomination as 
a vice-presidential candidate. He said: " . . . . and
your candidates will not be more active in this campaign
^Ibid., November 7, 1912.
kpmaha Dally Bee, Morning, November 6 , 1912.
7Tne Lincoln Daily Star, November 6, 1212.
^Ibid., November 9, 1912.
93
o
than I shall be . . . .f,v' Bryan campaigned vigorously for 
Wilson throughout the western states. An analysis of the 
party vote in Nebraska, however, revealed that the signi­
ficance of his campaign in Nebraska was overshadowed by the 
more powerful factor, the republican split. Among the Bryan 
democrats in the state, the large Wilson plurality indicated 
vindication for Bryan*s position at Baltimore.1^ The elec­
tion results installed Bryan more firmly than ever, the power 
behind the throne in the democratic party. The general 
opinion among prominent democrats of Omaha, was that Bryan 
could have any place he desired in the cabinet of president 
Wilson.^
The presidential preference primary used in Nebraska 
for the first time in 1912, was designed to put an end to 
machine nominations. Before 1912, the choice of national 
convention delegates was strictly a private affair and the 
parties were regarded as private organizations. The primary 
law changed political technique, and changed this selection 
to a public function under state legislation. The large 
number of offices falling under the jurisdiction of this law 
caused many unofficial party leaders to appear. The repub­
lican split- made the situation more complex, and the law did 
not achieve as much as expected. 11 The theory of party
^See page hi.
^ Tiie Lincoln Daily News, November 6 , 1912,A - :■. , 1Cc-167, 
^ T h e  Omaha. Daily Bee, Morning, November 7, 1912.
government, and the principle of the direct primary were both 
smashed to a t o m s .........
Nationally, the primary served to make more prominent 
two of the long existing evils of the republican national 
convention, ^'hese evils were the organization of a new con­
vention by an old outgrown committee, and the use of delegate 
representing mythical constituences in the south for the 
purpose of over-riding a majority of committeemen. Rose- 
water, who was chosen as a national committeeman in 1908, and 
who held the important position of chairman, was not the 
Nebraska, republican's choice as national committeeman in 1912 
Fourteen of the sixteen Nebraska, republican delegates, in 
protest against the southern delegates, did not vote on the 
balloting for president.
Nebraska political sentiment in 1912 had indicated a 
sharp division in all parties. A more natural alignment 
would-have been progressive and conservative. Reorganiza­
tion in the republican party was shown by the large vote the 
party received in the 1914 primary. The democrats fell be­
hind the republicans, and the progressives received only a 
few scattered votes. The progressives were not represented
"I ra­
in the 1916 general election.
l^Morni.ng World Herald, November 7, 1912. 
•^Appendix M, pp. 135, 169.

APPENDIX A
CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICTS BY COUNTIES IN NEBRASKA 19121
The congressional apportionment passed in 1891 and 
taking effect July 5, 1891, was the apportionment used in 
the election of 1912,
626-Section 3 (Division) That the state of Nebraska 
be, and hereby is, divided into six (6 ) districts of 
representation to the congress of United States, each of 
which districts shall be entitled to elect one (l) 
representative, and the limits and designations shall be 
as hereafter provided.
First District: The counties of Gass, Otoe, Nemaha,
Richardson, Pawnee, Johnson, and Lancaster shall con­
stitute the first district.
Second District: The counties of Sarpy, Douglas,
and Washington shall constitute the second district.
Third District: The counties of Burt, Thurston,
Dakota, Dixon, Cuming, Dodge, Colfax, Stanton, Wayne, 
Cedar, Knox, Pierce, Madison, Platte, Nance, Boone, 
Antelope, and Merrick shall constitute the third district.
Fourth District: The counties of Saunders, Butler,
Seward, Saline, Gage, Jefferson, Thayer, Fillmore, York, 
Polk, and Hamilton shall constitute the fourth district.
Fifth District: The counties of Hall, Adams, Webster,
Franklin, Kearney, Phelps, Harlan, Gosper, Furnas, Red 
Willow, Frontier, Hitchcock, Hayes, Perkins, Chase, Dundy, 
Nuckalls, and Clay shall constitute the fifth district.
Sixth District: The counties of Sioux, Scottsbluff,
Banner, Kimball, Dawes, Box, Butte, Cheyenne, Sheridan, 
Deuel, Cherry, Grant, Arthur, Keith, Lincoln, McPherson,
^Nebraska Statutes, compiled 1911, pp. 142-43.
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Hooker, Thomas, Logan, Dawson, Custer, Blaine, Brown, 
Key a Paha, Rock, Loup, Holt, G-arfield, Valley, Sherman, 
Buffalo, Howard, G-reely, Wheeler, and Boyd shall con­
stitute the sixth district.^
3Arthur County, designated in the above law as a 
county in the sixth district, was not a county in 1912.
Arthur county was organized in 1913 from McPherson County. 
Morrill and Garden Counties were not included in the above 
lav/, but were counties in the sixth district in 1912. Mor­
rill organized in 1909 from Cheyenne County. Garden organized 
in 1910 from Deuel County. (Robinson, The Presidential Vote, 
1896-1932) p. 389.
APPENDIX B
NEBRASKA SUPREME COURT DECISIONS
1 • Morrissey vs. Wait
Andrew M, Morrissey, Appellant, vs. Addison Wait, 
Secretary of State Aooellee, filed November 1, 1912.
No. 17,839.1
1. Elections; new parties; formation. Under the 
provisions of section 45, chapter 52, laws 1907, pro­
viding for tne formation of new political parties, it is 
not essential that the 500 electors who must be present 
at a mass state convention to form a new party snail be
the identical 500 electors who are required to sign an 
agreement to form such new party and support its nominees 
at the next election.
2. Nominations ; new parties. Sections 39 and 40, 
chapter 52, laws 1907, providing for the nomination of 
candidates by a convention ro committee of a political 
party^ apoly to nominations by new parties for general 
elections, as well as to nomination made by previously . 
organized parties to be filled at special elections, and 
for offices accepted from the provisions of the act.
3. Filing certificate. Where a new party is formed 
after the time fixed by the statutes for the holding of 
the regular primary elections, nominations for candidates 
of such party may be made by mass convention held under 
the provisions of section 45, chapter 52, laws 1907, and 
certificates of nomination of such candidates may be 
filed with the proper officer at the time specified in 
section 40 of the same act.
4. Statutes; construction. In construing statutes 
relating to the exercise of the elective franchise and 
to the nomination of candidates by political parties, 
either at primaries or by conventions or committees, the 
court should construe doubtful or ambiguous statutes in 
the light of the constitutional provision that nall
-^Morrissey v. Wait, 92 Nebraska, pp. 271-72.
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elections shall be free, f and there shall be no hindrance 
or impediment to the right of the qualified voter to 
exercise the elective franchise. Constitution, article 
1, section 32.
Appeal from the district court for Lancaster County, 
P. James Cosgrave, judge; affirmed.
Andrew M. Morrissey and Morning and Ledwith for 
appellant.
G-rant G. Martin, attorney general, Jesse L. Root, and 
C. C. Flansburg, contra.
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2• State of Nebraska vs. Wait
State, Ex, Rel. Nebraska republican state central 
committee et al. , appellees, v. Addison Wait, secretary p 
of state, appellant, filed November 1, 1912. No. 17,841
1. Elections; nominations; political parties.
Chapter 2 6 , compiled statutes, lbli, clearly recognizes 
the existence of political parties, and delegates to the 
members of each party the right to vote at primaries and 
general elections for candidates of their own party, 
nominated by themselves without the interference of mem­
bers of any other political party.
2 . Presidential electors. The preferential vote 
given by the voters of a political party at a primary 
election for a particular person as the party candidate 
for president, while morally binding upon the delegates 
of such party uo the national convention, has no relation 
whatever to candidates nominated at such primary for 
presidential electors.
3. Persons nominated by a political party at a 
primary election as candidates for presidential electors 
are nominated, not as electors to vote for any particular 
candidate then known, but to vote, if elected, for the 
persons who may subsequently be nominated by the national 
convention of such party as candidates for the offices
of president and vice-president.
4. Presidential electors; vacancy. It is a well- 
settled rule at common law that if a person, while oc­
cupying one office, accepts another incompatible with 
the first, he ipso facto, vacates the first office, and 
his title thereto isT’tiiereby terminated without any other 
act proceeding.
5. In such a case one of the tests of incompatibility 
is wnether the nature and duties of the two offices is 
such as to render it improper, from considerations of pub­
lic policy, for the incumbent to retain both.
6 . Filling vacancy. Where it appears that acts or 
events have occurred rendering any office vacant, the 
authority having the power to fill such vacancy, may treat 
the office as vacant, and proceed to elect or appoint, 
according to the form of law, another to fill it.
7. Rights of voter; enforcement. By the statutes of 
this state, every voter has the right, by a single cross,
SState v. Wait, 92 Nebraska, pp. 313-14.
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or by one manipulation of the lever of a voting machine, 
to vote a straight ticket for the candidates of his party; 
and it is the right of the governing body or committee of 
a political party to appeal to the court to enforce such 
right.
8 . Political parties; governing body. Under the 
statutes of Nebraska, the national convention of a 
political party, or, when the convention is not in 
session, its national central committee is the supreme 
governing body of such party as to national affairs, and 
has full authority to decide which of rival conventions 
or committees in the state is the regular and duly 
authorized convention or committee of such party*
Appeal from district court for Lancaster County, P. 
James Cosgrave, Albert J. Cornish, and Williard E.
Stewart; judges affirmed.
4 Grant G. Martin, attorney general, George W. Ayres, 
and C. C. Flansburg for appellant.
John L. Webster, A. W. Jeffries, Norris Brown, Aaron 
Wall, Amos Thomas, and Frank I!. Hall, contra.
APPENDIX C
NEBRASKA DELEGATES TO NATIONAL PARTY CONVENTIONS,
1912 AND THEIR VOTES
1 . Official Nebraska Delegates to the Democratic Convention 
June 25-July 2, 1912, Baltimore, Maryland^*
Honorary and Temporary Officers
Office Officers
Temporary Secretary 
Honorary Vice-President 
Vice-President Notifi­
cation Committee 
Presidential Notifica­
tion Committee
Cutwright, John 
Hitchcock, G. M.
Shea, P. W.
Smythe, C. J.
Delegates at Large
Delegates Alternates
W. J. Bryan, Lincoln 
I. J. Dunn, Omaha 
C. M. Hitchcock, Omaha 
George L* Loomis, 
Fremont
W. H. Westover 
Mark W # Murray
•^Official Report of the Proceedings of the Democratic 
National ffonventlonHKeld In Baltimore, Maryland, June 251 26, 
271 28 29, and iiiiX 1' "and 2, 19121 uhicago, Beterson Lino-
typing Company, 1912. Passim.
Delegates by Districts
Delegates Alternates
W. D. Wheeler 
A. S. Tibbets
William Ritchie, Jr. 
T. S. Allen
Constantine J. Smythe 
Felix J. McShane, Jr.
Herbert S. Daniel 
J. H. Begley
J. R. Kelley 
Louis Lightner
Harry D. Miller 
William H. Green
Matt Miller 
C. E. Bowlby
Edward B. Woods 
Fred Strobel
Frank T. Swanson 
Peter W. Shea
Lem Tibbets 
William E. Ewing
Frank J. Taylor 
G-eorge C. Oillan
Horace M. Davis 
Dr. H. H. Bellwood
Delegates Appointed to Pour Standing Committees
Committee Delegate
Credentials Matt Miller
Permanent Organization A. S. Tibbets
Rules and Order of Busi­
ness I. J. Dunn
Platform and Resolutions W. J. Bryan
Vote for Temporary Chairman
No. of 
Votes
Bryan Parker Kern O' Gorman Not voting
Nebraska 16 13 3
Total 1094 508 579 1 4 2
Vote to Adopt Minority Report of the Committee on 
Rules and Order of Business
No. of 
Votes
Yeas Nays Not Voting
Nebraska 16 16
Total 1094 565 1/3 492 1/3 36 1/3
Vote to Adopt Minority Report of the Cc 
Credentials and Seat the First Set of
5mmittee on 
Delegates*
No. of 
Votes
Yeas Nays Not Voting
Nebraska 16 14 2
Total 1094 639% 437
♦Three sets of democratic tickets were put in the 
field in South Dakota to elect delegates to the national 
convention. The first ticket was entitled HThe Wilson- 
Bryan Progressive Democracy” and received 4,600 votes.
The second ticket was entitled HThe Wilson-Bryan-Clark 
Democracy” and received 4,200 votes. The third ticket was 
entitled ”Champ Clark for President” and received 2,700 
votes. The state canvassing board in South Dakota certi­
fied and gave credentials to the delegates who had re­
ceived the plurality, (the number one set) however, the 
State Chairman of the Democratic Committee in South Dakota 
added the second and third tickets because the name Clark 
appeared at the top of both of them; he contended that 
4200 plus 2700 beat 4600. The National Committee turned 
down this proposition, and on an appeal to the Committee 
on Credentials, the committee added the votes of tickets 
two and three and seated the delegates whose names were 
on the second ticket.
Vote on Motion to Suspend the Rules and Pass the 
Morgan-R.yan-Belmont Resolution
----  •"'.rjl
No. of
Votes
...
Yeas Nays Not Voting
■.. “.—
Nebraska 16 16
Conventior 1088 883 2014
Vote on Ballots for President
Ballots Wilson
-itf-ifti j u .... ."tii i. ___ i.-.-a
Clark Harmon Kern
1-3 12 4
I CJI 3 12
6-7 4 12
8-13 3 13
14-17 12 4*
18 12 3 1
19-22 13 2 ' 1
23-26 14 2
27-45 13 3
46 16
Table Showing Trend of Convention Voting after 
W. J. Bryan*s Statement before 14th Ballot
Bal­
lot
Clark Wil­
son
Har­
mon
Bryan Under­
wood
Mar­
shall
Foss James Kern Not
Vot­
ing
13 554^ 356 29 1 1154 30 2
14 553 361 29 2 111 30 2
20 512 3884 29 1 1214 30 2 3 1
27 469 4064 29 1 112 30 38 24
45 306 633 25 97 27
... — ...
46 84 990 12 2
■^Hitchcock, Loomis, Kelly, and G-illam voted for Clark.
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Vote on Ballots for Vice-President^
Ballot One
Nebraska
Total
I
i rH i
i
i—1 u c CO 0)Uj a <1> p o /Q u c i to
o q; [ a? x: ,C*h + ■> e 0) P j c
i y ■ CO & cc C l cn C ts! CL> o S o *h
• O  I ^ CVrH <D P o rH HD ^  I s  - p
o t> P c t X U P o P cc. CO O
S  I' PS *£=5 O a, s CO 7; O  ] >
13 j 8
,. -
7 1
i i
_ L _ I ____________
i , i
1088j 304 2/3 389 157 58 78 18 Cv: 26 3 | 46 1/3
Ballot Two
Nebraska T
No. of |
Votes ! Burke
Total
16 15
Marshall
1088 386 1/3 j 644# 12^ J
Chamber-j Not 
lain j Voting
Nebraska Delegate Selected as National Committeeman
P. L. Hall
^No candidate received the necessary 2/3 for nomin­
ation and S. J. Doyle of North Dakota withdrew the name of 
Burke, after the motion was made to make unanimous the nom­
ination of Marshall. The motion was unanimously agreed to.
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2. Official Republican Delegates to Republican 
National Convention June 18, 22, 1912, Chicago, Illinois^
Temporary Officers
Office
mum  !■ him i i i i  'in n1 in.... i—r—i------------------  — ■ - . 1
Officer
Chairman of National 
Committee 
Chief Assistant 
Secretary 
Tally Clerk
Victor Rosewater
I!. C. Lindsay 
Harry G. Thomas
Delegates and Alternates at Large
Delegate Alternate
Don L. Love, Lincoln John A. Davies, Butte
J. J. McCarthy, Ponca D. C. Van Deusen, Blair
Nath an M erri am, Om aha Dan Garber, Red Cloud
H. E. Sackett, Beatrice 0. L. Shuman, Fairbury
Delegates and Alternates by Districts
Delegate Alternate
1 . Julius C. Haroham, Lincoln F. H . LI c C arthy , Union
William Ernst, Tecum sell L. H. Howe, Humboldt
2 . J. E. Baum, Omaha J. F. White, Blair
J. W. Towle, Omaha C. L. Saunders, Omaha
3. R. S. Evans, Dakota City T * F. Holtz, Randolph
D av i d Tho m a s, Columbus H. Halderson, Newman Grove
4. George W. Neill, York J. M. Cox, Hampton
E. L. King, Osceola H . Keller, Sr., Western
5. C. A. Luce, Republican 
City S. V. B ai 1 ey, K ol dre ge
A. C. Epperson, Clay 
Center F. N. Lenin, Beaver City
6 . J. P. Gibbons, Kearney J. 5. LIcGraw, Broken Bov/
W. II. Reynolds, Chadron J. K. Cotton, Ainsworth
^Official Report of the Proceedings of the Fifteenth
Republican National Convention. Passim. . . .1912.
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Delegates Appointed to Standing Committees
Committee Delegate
Credentials H. 3. Sackett
Permanent Organization Don L. Love
Rules and Order of
Business C. A. Luce
Resolutions S. L. King
Honorary Officers
Office Officer
Honorary Vice-President A. C. Epperson
Presidential Notification
Committee Nathan Merriara
Vice-Presidential Noti­
fication Committee Gr. W. Neill
Votes of Nebraska Delegates at Republican Convention, 1912
Vote for Temporary Chairman
No. of 
Votes
Root Mc­
Govern
Lauder Houser G-ronna Not
Voting
Nebraska 16 16
Total 1078 558 501 1 2 1 1 5
Vote to Table the Notion; that ContevSted Delegates 
Did Not Have the Right to Vote on the Selection of 
the Members of the Committee on Credentials
No • of 
Votes
Yeas Nay s Not Voting
Neb ra.sk a 16 16
Convention 1078 567 507 4
109
Vote on Ballot for President
1 - -
No. Taft Roo se- LaFol- Cum­ Hughes Hot Ab­
Votes! velt lette mings Voting sent
Nebraska 16 2 14
Total 1550 561 107 41 17 2 349 6
Vote on Ballot for Vice-President
Ab­
sent
72
Nebraska Delegate Selected as National Committeeman
R. B. Howell
No. Sher­ Bor­[i/Ter­ Had­
Votes man ah ri am ley
Nebraska 16
Total 1550 595 2 1 2 0 14
Bever­
idge
2
2
Gill­
ette
Not
Voting
14
353
1 1 0
3. Official Nebraska Delegates to the Progressive
National Convention August 5-7, 1913, Chicago, Illinois4
Selected by the A* G. Wray Convention July 31, 1912
Temp orary Officer
Office Officer
Committee for Framing Provi­
sional Arrangements for
Convention J, L. IlcBrien
Delegates at Large
Delegate
A. G. Wray, York
J. L. McBrien, Lincoln 
Nathan Merriam, Omaha 
J, P. Gibbon, Kearney
Alternate
Isaac Sheperdson, 
Riverton 
Eric Morell, Oakland 
E. A. Benson, Omaha 
C. H. Horth, Shelton
Delegates by Districts
Delegate Alternate
1. C.
J.
E.
P.
Williamson, Lincoln 
Walker, Douglas
2 . w.
G.
0 .
E.
Henry, Omaha 
Kllngbeil, Omaha
3. J. C.
David
Sprecher, Schuyler 
Thomas, Columbus
J. 
0 .
T. Sumner, Schuyler 
C. Sheldon, Columbus
4. W.
Pa
L.
ul 1
Burnard, York 
C. Lehr, Surprise
5. P. A.
Edgar
Caldwell, Edgar 
A. Lewis, Sutton
6 . H.
E.
A * 
p.
Elder, Atkinson 
Clements, Orda
4pmaha Daily Bee, August 1, 1912.
aMerriam, Gibbon, and Thomas were delegates to the 
Republican National Convention also. Appendix C, p. 107
Ill
Delegates Appointed to Standing Committees
Committee Officer
Committee on Resolutions A. G. Wray
Committee on Credentials J. L. McBrien
Committee on Rules W. 0. H e m y
Nebraska Delegate Selected as National Committeeman
Nathan Merriam5
^Omaha Daily Bee, August 6, 1912.
APPENDIX D
NEBRASKA PRIMARY RETURNS, April 19, 1912
I. Democratic^
Office Candidate Votes
President Woodrow Wilson | 14,289
Judson Harmon | 12,454
Champ Clark 21,027
Robert G-. Ross j 1,271
Vice-President No filing
U. S. Senator W. H. Thompson 11,993
Presidential Electors 
at large
Presidential Electors 
by Districts
C o ngr e ssman 
by Districts
A. C. Shallenberger 
W. E. Reed 
R. F. Smith
Waldo Wintersteen 
James R. Dean 
C. F. Beushausen
1 .
o
3.
4 .
J. W. Cutwright 
So phus F . M ebIe 
W. R. Beum 
S. M. Bailey
5. E. A. Roth
6 . John J. McCarthy
(Ogallala)
1. J. A. Maguire
2. W. F. Stoecker 
Charles 0. Lobeel 
Arion Lewis
3. Dam V. Steohens
27,581
5,244
3,061
25,818
34,209
15,475
5,091
4,930
7,178
7,262
3,786
6,960
5,816
1,448
4,191
545
9,177
l.i'Abstract of Votes Cast 1912"—  Sec. of State's 
Vault, Capitol, Lincoln, Nebraska.
1 1 2
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1, DEMOCRATIC PARTY continued
Office Candidate Votes
Congressman
by Districts (Cont.)
4. Charles il. Smiles
5. P„. D. Sutherland
6 . Jesse Gandy 
James A . Donahoo 
V. J. Taylor
7,115
7,223
1,337
2,849
4,435
Clark--Wilson Democratsa
National Committeeman P. L. Hall 26,885
Delegates to
National Convention 
at Large (Reg.)
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  i
William J. Bryan 
G-eorge L. Loomis 
Ignatious J. Dunn 
W. H. Westover
31,2-27 
27,278 
23,985 
25,594
Harmon Democrats8"
National Committeeman C. S. Fanning 15,161
Delegates to j 
National Convention j 
at Large (Reg.) j
i
Fred Volpp 
G. M. Hitchcoch 
Tom V/. Smith
17,081
25,752
20,183
Not Classified as to Faction
Alternates to
National Convention 
at large j
Fr ed Shepbard 
W. M. Morning 
C . V!. Branch 
Fred Stroble
44
43
42
36
Delegates j 
by Districts j
1 p  P C  j-L-. * . {■!
1i
W, D. Wheeler 
A. S. Tibbetts 
J. F . Walsh 
J o hn J . L e dw i t h
3,305 
3,154 
2 ,44e 
2,078
Alt. j
1
Wi11iam Ritchie, Jr. 
T. S. Allen
4,144
39
aThe Commoner, April 12, 1912.
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1. DEMOCRATIC PARTY continued
Office C&nciiaat e Votes
Delegates J. W. Voodrough 2,070
by Districts (Oont.) Constantine J. Smyth 2 ,778
2 . Reg. Felix J. MeShane 4,595
R. C. Strehlow 2,704
5. R e g. V. J. McVicker a ,164
Louis Lightner 4,594
W . H. Green 4,509
J. R. Kelly 5,118
4. Reg. Matt Miller 4,896
G. E. Row lb y 5,600
E. 0. Weber 5,272
J. G. H&rtigan 5,029
5. Reg. Peter W. Shea 5,885
Frank T. Swanson 4,454
Char1es R . Besse 2,295
George J. Marshall 2,820
6 . Reg. Frank J. Taylor 4,556
1 George G. Gillan 2,682
1 Orin Reed 2, 585
1 James W. Finnegan 2,521
K. H. Bellwood" 2,255
2. PEOPLES INDEPENDENT PARTI®
Office Candidate Votes
President Woodrow Wilson 50
Vice-Pre s ident No filing
U. S. Senator W. E. Reed 99
A . C . Shallenb erger 582
W. H. Thompson 271
Presidential Electors
a u Larg e Frank Roth 722
Ellis Wood 701
Presidential Electors 1. Dewitt Eager 51
by Districts 2. Ovando Cowles 25
5. (No filing) 
4. G. M. Lernar 125
■5. Edward A. Roth 516
Abstract of Votes Cast 1912 M . . . .  Lincoln.
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2, ‘PEOPLES INDEPENDENT PARTY continued
Office Candidate 'i Votes
Presidential Electors 6 . F . C. Embre e 258
by Districts cont.
Congressman 1. John A. Maguire 41
by Districts 2, Charles 0. Lobeck 29
3. Dan V. Stephens 2 0
4. Charles M. Skiles 128
5. P.. D. Sutherland 342
S. James A. Donahoe 119
V. J. Taylor 199
Nat i onal Commi11 e eman R. B. Howell 1
Delegates to ¥. J. Bryan 104
National Convention W. K. "'estover 71
at Large George E. Loomis 6 8
I. J . Dunn 57
Delegates by
Districts No filing8-
PROHIBITION PARTY1
President Eugene Chafin 525
Vice-Fre s i dent Aaron S. ’Oathins 518
U. S. Senator D. B. Gilbert 58
Presidential Electors
a t j.. ar g e Samuel D. Fitchie 487
Presidential Electors 1 . William Coatman 117
by Districts 2. (No filing).
3. George ¥. Marshall 8
4. J . K. Von Stein 7
Lichty Samuel 4
5. J. B. Jenkins 5
5. Robert Dewhorst c*
a,,The Abstract of Votes Cast ISIS11 listed these 
candidates as belonging to the people!s Independent party, 
The newspapers generally referred to then as populists.
3"Abstract of Votes Cast 1912" . . . .  Lincoln
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3. PROHIBITION PARTY continued
.Office Candidate Votes
Congressman
by Diotrieto 1. N. A. Carrater 14
• 2. (No filing).
5. 77. D. G-ibson 1 2
4. L. A. White 1 0 0
5. G-eorge 77. Porter 45
6 . Rob er t Duliur s t 5
:
National Committeeman C. E. Hedges 1
:
L. 0. Jones 1
Delegates to 1 A. Gr. Wolfenbarger 87
National Convention \ R . V . Muir 38
at Large ; W. A. McCullough 48
]
Lee Nunn 45
Delegates to 1 1. Charles Smith . 1 0
National Convention | J. D. Graves 7
bv Districts i 2. Thomas Bettie O#0'
1 3. Wesley Rizen 3
H . J . Hac k enb er g 4
t 0. M. Held 5
4. Frank Burt 9
j J. E. Olson , 8
T 5. E. R. Nichols ! 2
\ G-eorge H. Pool 1
f Ellis Liniger 1
f 6 . R. L. Staple 3
f S. Harvey 3
REPUBLICAN PARTY4
t
President i Theodore Roosevelt 46,795
William H. TeJTt 13,341
R. M. LaFollette 16,785
Robert 0. Ross 605
Vice-President Albert J. Beveridge 46,526
John 0. Yeiser 20,527
U. S. Senator : George W. Norris 38,893
Norris Brown 33,156
^"Abstract of Votes Cast 1812" . . . .  Lincoln.
11?
4. REPUBLICAN PARTY continued
Office Candidate Votes
Presidential Electors E. M. Pollard 23 798
at Large E. C. MeGilton 17 397
C. K. Grimes 14 241
Allen Johnson 26 1 2 1
W. J. Broatch 28 803
I. A. Reuau Q K 235
Presidential Electors 1 . G. S. Flory i 0 jOC? (
by Districts <T) iZs p E. E. Kimberly OC-k' 915
(LaFollette- A, R < Davis 7 504
Roosevelt Group) 4. A . TTV . Pease 7 398
5. V? E. Thorne 6 528
6 . E. p ! Clements 6 865
Presidential Electors 1 . S. 'C1 x • Davidson 4. 473
by Districts 2 . A. C. Kennedy 4 964
(Taft Group) O • Lewis Sin i t hb e r p: er cD 575
4. L. H. Lyle r?to 855
5. R. xsi -  • nankin 4 403
8 . V 2 • T. 5'ilcox 6 878
Congressman 1 . .Pciul F. Clark 5 616
by Districts t'Jj * w  * A. Selleck 4 453
2 . T. v r- t • Blackburn 1 855
B . S. Baker tj' 959
J - T J R  • Baldridge 4 952
3 . Jo senh C. Cook 10 O h p
. 4. CLarl es K. Sloan 11 1 2 0
. 5 . Silas R. Barton / I 109
. Lilli am A. Prince Ois 459
- F . A. Caldwell 487
9 R. L. Keester 1 S  ' y / I
J
i
6 . M r . Kincaid lo poo(Z>
LaFo11e 11 e-Ho o s eve11 Gr o uo
National Committeeman J R. B. Howell 39,371
Delegates to J. J. McCarthy (Ponca) 56,557
National Convention Don Love 40,154
at Large Nathan Merriam 36,027
H. E. Sackett p n 0  ntb y Xj Kj
Alternates t Don C. Van Deusen 34,579
< Dan Garber 33,788
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4, REPUBLICAN FARUX continued
Office ! Candidate Votes
LaFollette-Roosevelt Group corrt.
Alternates at Large
to National Convention 0. L. Schuman 53,642
cont. John A. Davies O 7 ,
Delegates to 1. Julius 0. Harpham 5,451
National Convention William Ernst 5, 554
By Districts » J « iii. —j aum 5,5 55
John W. Towle 5,116
5, Robert E. Evans 7,200
David Thomas j 6 , 8 6 6
4. E. L. King j 6,875
George W. Neill j 6,689; 5. 0. A. Luce : 6,128
A. C. Epperson 6,274
i 6 . J. ir. Gibbons 7,642
i
i
W. H. Reynolds 7, 706
Alternates I 1. F. H. McCarthy 6,165
by Districts j L. H. Howe 6 ,049
i 1 . W. H. Mallory 4,141
J. F. White 5,274
J. H. Haiderson 5,621
*f L. F. Holtz 5,796
4. J. M. Cox } 6,2951* Henry Heller 5,179
} 5. F. N. Merwin 1 5,682
* S. V. Bailey 6,577
* 5. J. S. McGrav; 7,555
John M. Cotton 6 ,805
t
Taft Group
Ms. bional Commi o ueeriicin Victor Eosewater 27 ,957
Delegates to John L. Webster 28 574
National Convention Allen W. Field 2c 999
at Large E. B. rerry 24 062
R. B. Schneider ’ 25 584
Alternates ; Clarence E. Adams 25 521
C. A. Schappel 21 514
| Frank M. Currie 25 568
Charles R. Kentsinger , 21 665
119
REPUBLICAN PARTY continued
t VotesOffice an di da t e
Taft Group continued
Delegates to
National Convention 
By Districts
Alternates 
by Districts
1. Frank P. Sheldon 4,823
Frank P.ea.vis 5,594
2 . Joseph C. Root 4,090
Nels P. Swanson 3,874
5. 0sc©r Samp son 4,277
H. E. Gl&tfelter 3,189
4. R. J. Kilpatrick 4,256
J. H. Culver 4,429
5. James.N . Clark 4,315
A. C. Rankin 4,121
6 . A. E. Cady 4,258
Karry J. Wisner 4,846
1. Herbert R. Howe 5,145
2 . Charles L. Saunders 5, 542
F. H. Claridge 2,708
5. Burt Mapes 4,566
Carl Kr©rnier | 4,618
4. V.f. H. Overstreet j 4, 4o 4
J. P. Thiessen j 3,872
5. James A. Andrews j 4,1 2 o
James B. Me Grew j 3,798
6 . R. H. Harris j 5,013
William A. Stewart j 5,297
5. SOCIALIST PARTY*3
President 
V ic e-President
U, S, Senator
presidential Electors 
at Large
By Districts
E . V . Debb s
E. Sideli
F. D. Warner
d onn C . Ciia.se
F. W. Bell 
J o hn C anr i gh t
1. J. S. Baker
2. J. L. Brilliiart
3. J. W. Swihart
459
1
25
172
1,067
1,110
111
187
79
5'1 Abstract of Votes Cast 1912" . . . .  Lincoln,
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5.. SOCIALIST PARTY continued
Office Candidate Votes
presidential Electors 4. B. F. i/alton 150
By Districts cont. 5. Thoma s BTi s toW *-> OO
6 . F. H. Singer 568
Congressman 1. C, R. Oyler 152
By Districts 2. J. N. Carter 199
5. N. K. Nye 85
4. E. E. Olmstead 24
5. W. C. Elliott 45
6 . Fred J. Warren 625
National Committeeman ■ J. C. Chase 1
Peter Melwins 5
Clyde J. Jones 1
Delegates to
National Convention John Canright 1 1
at Large F. W. Bell S
By Districts i 1. J. S. Baker - 8
APPENDIX E
NEBRASKA ELECTION RETURNS, NOVEMBER 5, 1912 
Presidential Electors
1
Party
Republican
Democrat and 
Peoples Independent
Socialist
Candidate
w. T. Wilcox 54 216
A. c. Kennedy o4 029
rt w . F. Reavis 55 3 6
Vac. Buresh 53 921
w-cVX. D. Smith 53 917
w. Ki Ipatrick 53 93?
0 . A. Abbott 53 900
D. B. J enckes 53 842
Waldo WIntersteen 109 008T "
d • R. Dean 108 913
J. vv. Cutwright 108 802
S. F. Neble 108 808
* R. Be urn 108 772
S. - W  • Bailey 108 887
E. A. Ro til 108 761
J. J. HeCarthy 103 693
John Canright 1 0 174
J. 3. Baker 1 0 185
J. L. Brillhart 1 0 128
J. v( * Swihart 1 0 1 2 0
B. F. Walton 1 0 124
Thom as Bristow 1 0 135
F. H . Signer 1 0 119
F. r.rr «V * Bell 1 0 138
CaSt ‘1912. . . .Lincoln
No. of Votes
>a
aWilcox, Kennedy, Smith, Kilpatrick, Abbott, and Wal- 
ton Gr. Roberts were named by the republican state central Loiter) 
committee, September 11, 1912, to take the places of the six 
republican electors who declared themselves for Roosevelt.
The Cma-ha. Daily Bcc (Horning), September 12, 1912. Abbott and 
Jenckes were named by the republican state central committee 
September 24, 1912, The Omaha Evening Bee. September 25, 1912.
1 2 1
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Presidential Electors continued
Party Candidate Ho. of Votes
Prohibition S. D. Pitchie 3, 383
William Coatman 3, 359
G-. W. Marshall 3, 365
J. H. Vonstein. 3, 357
J. B. Jenkins 3, 362
Robert Duhurst 3, 338
Progressive W. J. Broatch 72,614
Allen Johnson 72,§87
G-. S. Flory 72,652
A. R. Davis 72,595
A. V. Pease 72,662
W. n. Thorne 72,652
W. 0 . Henry 72,669,
0. G-. Smith 72, 678
U. S. Senator
Party Candidate No. of Votes
Republican and
Progressive G-eorge W. Norris 126,022
Democrat and
Peoples Indepen­
dent Aston Shallenberger 111,946
Petition J. L. Ferguson 598
Socialist John C. Chase 9,109
Prohibition D. B. Gilbert 2, 715
Broatch, Johnson, Flory, Davis, Pease, and Thorne 
were nominated as republicans at the primaries. The A. G-. 
‘./ray convention, September 3, 1912, endorsed them as Pro­
gressives. Henry and Smith were selected by this convention 
to complete the ticket. The Omaha. Daily Bee (Horning), 
September 4, 1912.
1 OS
Congressmen
Party Candidate Do. of Votes
Republican end Pro­
gressive
District 1 Paul F. Clark \ 15,706
District 2 H. H. Baldridge 15,662
District 3 J. C. Cook 21,677
District 4 j C. H. Sloan 22, 293
District 5 ; 3. R. Barton 18,818
District 6 1,1. P. Kincaid 24,766
Democrat and Peoples
Independent
District 1 John A. Maguire 17,416
District 2 C. 0. Lobeck 16,075
•District 3 Dan V. Stephens 26,2-29
District 4 C. 1.1. Skiles 18,279
District 5 R . D. S u th e rl and- 17, 522
District 6 W. J. Taylor 18,530
Socialist
District 1 C. R. Oyler 8 6 8
District 2 J. K. Carter 2,146
District 3 N. H. Nye 912
District 4 ; E. E. 0 1 mstead. 950
District 5 W. C. Elliott 1,421
District 6 F. Warren 3, 788
Prohibition
District 1 N. A. Carraker 481
District 3 W. D. ^lbson 537
District 4 L. A. White 557
District 5 G-. W. Porter 610
Progressive
District 6 Florence Armstrong 4,997
Party not Listed
District 6 Lucien Stebbins 84
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Governor
Party Candidate Ho. of Votes
Republican and Pro­
gressive Aldrich . 114,075
Democrat and Peoples 
Independent horehead 123,997
Socialist Clyde J. Wright 9,964
Prohibition Wethan Wilson 3, S42
APPENDIX F
JHE MORGAN RYAN BELMONT RESOLUTION1
While preparing for publication the story of the 
democratic national convention held at Baltimore in 
June, 1912, and which resulted in the nomination of 
v/oodrow V/ilson, I requested Charles J. Bryan to write 
the history of the important part he took, together with 
his brother, W. J. Bryan. Champ Clark, whose death last 
week centers attention anew on the struggle at Balti­
more, always asserted that, it was solely on account of 
the program of Charles W. Bryan that he was beaten for 
the presidential nomination.
In reply to my request, 0. w. Bryan sent me the 
following account, under tne heading, "The Morgan-Eyan- 
Belmont lie solution. 11
#
At three o* clock on the Tnursday morning of the day 
that the Morgan-Ryan-Belmont resolution was introduced 
at the evening session of the democratic national con­
vention at Baltimore, Charles 77r. Bryan went into the 
bedroom of his brother, 71. J. Bryan for a conference.
There had been an all-day session of the national conven­
tion, and it had continued until far past midnight.
C. W. Bryan had been checking up the reports that he 
had received from delegates and friends from various 
states, and had learned from prominent democrats from 
Arkansas that there had been an understanding, reached 
between the campaign committee of Mr. Clark and the New 
York delegation, whereby the entire vote of the New York 
delegation was to go to Mr. Clark on the second ballot.
The Clark managers 'figured that with the votes that had 
already been pledged and oromised to Clark, ulus the 
ninety votes YronTNew York which they had arranged for,
Mr. Clark v/oula have a majority of the votes of the con­
vention, and that, following precedent, this would start 
a bandwagon movement that would soon give Mr. Clark the 
necessary two-thirds, and the nomination.
V/hen C. W. Bryan entered his brother’s bedroom, the 
latter was getting ready for bed. C. 77. had been con­
sidering ways to prevent the democratic party from falling 
into the hands of the reactionaries which would have
-^Harry 71. Walker, "How Bryan Beat Clark," The New 
York Times, March 6 , 1921, section 7, p. 2.
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resulted from placing the democi'*atic candidate for 
president under obligation to the hall Street delega­
tion, and thought that the time had arrived for heroic 
treatment of the case. The following: is the conversa- 
t i on whi ch to oh place b e tv/ e en th e Bryan br o ther s ;
lfM. J.,M said Charles Vv. , ifI have learned that there 
has been an agreement entered into between the New York 
delegation and the managers of the Clark candidacy by 
which the votes of the New York delegation are to go" to 
Mr. Clark on the second ballot. The result of this 
arrangement will nominate hr. Clark and within less than 
thirty days the country will know that hr. Clark was 
nominated through a deal on the part of his committee 
and hall Street. It will place the campaign of the 
democratic candidate under the control of Ball Street 
interests. The public will repudiate the deal, and the 
result will be Mr. Roosevelt would be elected president, 
and the democratic party will be defeated and discredited. 
For the past two months you have announced through the 
Commoner, and on the public platform that both Mr. Milson 
and Mr. Clark were progressives, and that the nomination 
of either would be satisfactory to the progressive demo­
crats of the country.
"The deal which has been made between Mr. Clark’s 
representatives and the New York delegation, headed by 
Mr". Ryan, would prevent Mr. Clark from carrying out any 
progressive policies should he be elected. In view of 
the deal that has been made by which Mr. Clark is to 
receive the votes of the Hew York delegation, I believe 
it would be almost criminal for you to remain silent and 
permit the progressive democrats of the country to be be­
trayed. There are a large number of progressive demo­
crats in this convention that have been instructed by 
their respective state conventions to vote for Mr. Clark.
11 In order to justify the progressive democrats who 
are pledged to Mr. Clark, in breaking their Instructions, 
it is necessary to show them that the Clark machine has 
made a tie-up with Mali Street. I have a plan which will 
do this. The plan is to introduce a resolution in the 
convention to throw out of the convention Morgan, Ryan, 
and Belmont. then the resolution is introduced, if 
Clark's machine resents it, every progressive delegate in 
the convention will know that Clark's managers have made 
a deal with the Mall Street delegates, and they will de­
cline to furtiier support his candidacy. If the Clark 
machine does not resent the effort to throw out Morgan, 
Ryan, and Belmont, the convention will proceed to throw 
them out, and the Mew York delegation will refuse to 
support Clark's candidacy, because the Clark machine 
failed to stand by Mr. Ryan, who had entered into the 
arrangement with the Clark machine to deliver the vote 
of the ninety wax figures from New York. It is immaterial
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which way the convention votes on the resolution. The 
Clerk machine and. the Mail Street machine cannot work 
together after the resolution has been introduced.
11 The introduction of this resolution in the conven­
tion may start a riot, but when the riot is over, the 
parties to the agreement cannot work together, and the 
progressives, who are in the majority in this convention, 
can take all the time that is necessary to get their 
forces united on one candidate. If you know of no reason 
why this plan should not be undertaken, I will call a 
conference of some of the progressive leaders in my room 
at seven o ’clock this morning and undertake to mount the 
plan I have outlined. 11
W. J. Bryan, who had made no comment while his 
brother was speaking, looked up from his shoes which he 
was unlacing, and said, "Go ahead. 11 He then retired for 
the night. By seven o ’clock, Charles U. , with the assist­
ance of his brother-in-law, T. S. Alien, had got a group 
of the progressive leaders of the convention together in 
a room adjourning the Bryan apartments at the hotel.
Among those present at this conference were Senator G-ore 
of Oklahoma,, Senator Luke Lea of Tennessee, the Hon. Cone 
Johnson of Texas, Congressman V/illiam Murray of Oklahoma, 
the Hon. Jerry B. Sullivan of Iowa, Harvey G-arber, na­
tional committeeman from Ohio, and Henderson Martin, demo­
cratic state chairman of Kansas.
Charles 17. Bryan read to the members of the con­
ference that he had called together the Morgan-Ryan- 
Belmont resolution, explaining the object in having it 
introduced, and asked those present to introduce the 
resolution, and asked the others present to see that it 
was supported by some vigorous speeches that would make 
the memoers of the Clark machine show their teeth. When 
the resolution was first presented to the men who had 
been called together, they received the plan favorably, 
but suggested that it might be well to modify It so that 
it would not be so harsh. Charles W. Bryan explained 
to them that the object of introducing it was to compel 
the Clerk committee and the New York machine to show 
their hand, and that to modify it would defeat its ob- 
j ect.
After further discussing the matter, the members of 
the conference present took a vote and decided that, in 
their judgment, they did not believe it would be advis­
able to undertake to introduce the Morgan-Ryan-Belmont, 
resolution and got up to les.ve the room. Charles 17.
Bryan said to them, that while he would not urge them to 
an action that was contrary to their judgment, unless 
conditions in the convention changed, he would probably 
have the resolution Introduced by someone else. Those
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present immediately said that if he intended to have it 
introduced anyway, they would take their part and do 
their beet to have the plan carried through. He asked 
them to make no mention of the matter to anyone, and 
said that he would let them know later in the day what 
had been decided upon.
then he re turned to his room, his brother, who had 
just arisen and had appeared in his stocking feet and 
without coat or vest, asked what the outcome of the con­
ference was. Charles Yh Said, "Ye are just where we 
were on the temporary chairmanship. he are alone. Those 
present were not willing to introduce the resolution.'1
Y. J. replied, "I will introduce it myself." His 
brother said, "You are on the platform committee of the 
convention, and are bound by a rule that provides that 
all resolutions shall be referred to the committee with­
out being read. 11 W. J. replied that he would have the 
olatform committee reoort the resolution out. His 
orotner replied, "You' could not get that resolution re­
ported out of your committee in two days, and we may have 
to have it in two hours," and also added that, "if it 
became known that you intended introducing the Morgan- 
hyan-Belmont resolution, you could not get the floor of 
the convention--that there was just one way to get that 
resolution before the conventon, and tnat was for him to 
take a seat on the platform of the convention out in 
front of the presiding officer; and as soon as the con­
vention was called to order, get uo and read the resolu­
tion, and the fight would be bn."
Y7. J. said he would do it, and it will be remembered 
that when the convention assembled, after dinner tnat 
evening, Hr. Bryan was seated far out on the convention 
stage, in front of the presiding officer, and the riot 
which followed came up to expectations. It will also be 
remembered that the Clark organization immediately jumped 
to their feet, as did the New YQrk delegation, and de­
nounced Mr. Bryan, and some of the expressions heard from 
the floor of the convention were: "Beat him up*" "Throw
him out*" "Assassinate him.1", etc.
The fight that followed the introduction of the reso­
lution accomplished its purpose; and before the vote was 
taken, Mr. Bryan withdrew that portion of it that called 
for the throwing out of Morgan, .Ryan, and Belmont.
then the balloting commenced for the nomination of 
presidential candidate, the New York delegation was 
afraid to go to Clark because the progressive delegates 
who were pledged to Mr. Clark had their eye on the New 
York delegation, and v/hen finally the New York delegation
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did go to Clark, the progressive delegates began to 
drop away from Clark and go to Wilson, and the dropping 
off continued. The progressive delegates at the con­
vention continued, to gather around Wilson’s candidacy 
until he received the necessary votes to nominate hirn.^
 Charles W. Bryan
This article appeared in the New York Times while 
Champ Clark lay in state in the house of representatives 
at Washington. Charles V.r. Bryan gave the preceeding 
article to Harry W. Walker to be used only in the third 
person.
On the evening this resolution v;as presented to the 
democratic convention, the hall was filled an hour before 
the opening. Some of the regular delegates could not get to 
their seats. Evidently many tickets had been given away. 
{From an interview with Charles W. Bryan).
Concerning the Morgan-Ryan-Belmont resolution, the 
following footnote appeal’s on page 104 in W. J. Bryan fs book, 
"A Tale of Two Conventions'1: "Just as the manuscript of this
work was going to the printer, the editor ascertained that 
the introduction of this resolution was first suggested to 
Mr. Bryan, by his brother, Charles W. Bryan, who has been 
associated with him for several years, both in politics and 
in the oublication of The
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Adopted by the state convention, July JO, 1912
Grand Island, Nebraska
he, the democrats of Nebraska in state convention 
assembled, send greeting to the democrats of the nation, 
and congratulate them upon the good results at the Balti­
more convention in the nomination of Woodrow Nilson for 
president, and Thomas B. Marshall for vice-president, 
and in the adoption of a thoroughly good progressive 
platform. We hereby express our unqualified approval of 
the nominees, and of the platform.
We point with pride to the leadership Nebraska’s 
democracy has taken during the last eighteen years under 
the guidance of »-'illiam J. Bryan. We congratulate the 
democrats of the nation that they had in Nebraska1s dis­
tinguished citizen a man who dared defy the elements that 
had'wrecked the republican party, and that sought at 
Baltimore, the destruction of the democratic party; that 
with superb courage, he challenged the right of those 
elements to dominate in democratic convention, and stood 
for what he believed to be the interest of 11 the folks at 
home": that through his leadership, the convention at 
Baltimore was transformed from what at one time seemed to 
be a reactionary gathering, Into a real democratic con­
vention with real democratic candidates standing uoon a 
genuine democratic platform. We cordially aoprove* Mr. 
Bryan’s course at Baltimore, and we heartily" commend him 
for the course he aborted, and we congratulate him upon 
the magnificent victory.
We approve the work of the democratic house of rep­
resentatives, and we heartily commend the Nebraska demo­
cratic delegation in either branch of congress for their 
faithful efforts to represent In the votes that they 
have cast the democratic sentiment of Nebraska.
We invite attention to the fact that these are im­
portant problems of state government, and we pledge the 
best efforts of democratic members of the legislature and 
other democratic officials to the solution of these 
problems by the way of constructive legislation.
•^ The Omaha Daily Bee, Evening, August 1, 1912.
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We favor the adoption of the proposed constitutional 
amendment providing for the initiative and referendum.
e favor the adoption of the proposed constitutional 
amendment giving to cities of more than 5,000 copulation 
the privilege of framing their own charters consistent 
with the constitution and laws of the state.
We favor the adoption of the proposed constitutional 
amendment providing for a board of control for the govern­
ment of state institutions, and we promise that the 
democratic governor will appoint as members of the state 
board men upon whose integrity and capability the people 
may rely for economical and business-like conduct of all 
the affairs of the state institutions.
We favor zealous guardianship of the right of the 
state to regulate common carriers with relation to intra­
state commerce.
We favor the passage of a law having for its purpose 
the abolition of vote trading, commonly called "log roll­
ing," in the legislature.
We favor a law requiring the governor to make public 
the names of all persons who petition him, either ver­
bally or in writing, to approve or veto any measure.
We commend the last democratic legislature for the 
passage of the Ollis Stockyards bill, and we promise such 
further regulation of stockyards as the public welfare 
may require.
We promise the faithful enforcement of the anti-lobby 
law to the end, that such law shall no longer be a dead 
letter upon the statute book.
We favor enactment of a lav/ creating a state highway 
commission in order to help systematize road construction 
and thereby further the good roads movement.
We favor the eight-hour work day for all toilers, es­
pecially in the case of state and municipal work.
Our state is rich in natural resources not yet devel­
oped, a condition due to the lack of public knowledge of 
such wealth. We therefore favor liberal appropriation by 
the legislature for the purpose of giving publicity to 
the state’s resources.
We favor the enactment of a law directing and em­
powering the state railway commission to examine and 
audit the books and accounts of all public service 
corporations doing business within the state, and to limit 
the^ earning, power of such corporations to reasonable pro­
portion of the capital invested.
We recognize in the merger of the telephone companies 
of the state an effort to establish a complete telephone 
monopoly. We promise that our member of the railway com­
mission will do everything in his power to see that the 
telephone business is properly regulated, and that rates 
charged for telephone services are reasonable. We further 
promise such additional legislation as may be necessary to 
protect the interests of the users of telephones in Nebr.
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e deplore the needless delay in the disposition of 
corrcroversies throughout tee courts of the state and es­
pecially that of the supreme court, and pledge our can­
didates to the legislature, if elected, to support such 
measures and endeavor to crystalize into law an act of 
legislature which will result In the speedier disposi­
tion of cases in the higher courts of the state, and at 
the same time, safely guard the rights of the litigants.
Nebraska1s awkward and inequitable taxation system 
should be replaced by a tv;entieth century method. We 
favor, therefore, taxation reform by separation of the 
sources of the state and local revenues, thus giving to 
counties and towns the privilege of enjoying the taxes 
from purely local valuations. Land held for speculative 
purposes, and without improvements, ought to carry a 
larger share of taxation than it now bears. To this end 
we promise to submit to the vote of the people a proposed 
constitutional amendment enlarging the powers of the 
legislature with respect to the enactment of the taxation 
system, and then provide for the selection of a commis­
sion whose business it will be to investigate and report 
for the consideration of the legislature, its ideas of 
the taxation system best suited to Nebraska’s popular 
needs.
We favor insurance reforms for "old line," as well as 
the fraternal companies.
We favor automatic benefit in case of lapse of poli­
cies after three annual premiums have been paid. Securi­
ties, in which insurance reserves are invested, should be 
deposited with the state for protection of the policy 
holders, and the initiative and referendum should be 
given to fraternal organizations for the protection of 
the rank and file.
Recognizing the growing demand for scientifically 
trained teachers to the end that the best results may be 
raised from the vast sums of money annually expended for 
the maintenance of our public schools, we favor liberal 
appropriations for our four state normal schools, and 
for normal training in the high schools, we point with 
pride and approval to the fact that the last two demo­
cratic legislatures appropriated more money for the 
permanent equipment of normal schools than had been before 
expended for like purpose during the entire history of 
the state. We pledge"'ourselves no?/ to the support of 
these institutions, commensurate with their growth and 
demands.
We point with pride to our state university and 
agricultural college, and favor liberal aoorooriations for 
these institutions.
We denounce the usurpation of power on the part of 
the federal judiciary, shown by the decision of Judge • 
Daniel The?/ Wright of the District of Columbia, wherein 
he sentenced to imorisonment such champions of the wage
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earners of the nation as Samuel Grompers and John Mitchell 
for daring to exercise the prerogatives of free speech. 
And we call upon Nebraska1s representatives in congress 
to investigate the record of this procedure with a "view 
to the judge’s impeachment.
Me favor a just workingmen’s compensation law, and 
pledge the passage of such a measure by a democratic 
1 egislature.
Me favor the enactmentof a law prohibiting any person 
or firm engaged in the sale or manufacture of intoxi­
cating liquors from contributing money or valuable things 
to any person or org&nizationor to any contest where the 
question of liquor is involved. The penalty for a viola­
tion of this la?/ shall be forfeiture of license and fine.
he pledge the best efforts of democratic members of 
the legislature and all other democratic officials to the 
folowing described policies with respect to state govern­
ment :
Reservation for the people of control over the water 
power provided by Nebraska rivers, and the leasing, of 
rights with supervision over the rates that are to be 
paid by consumers of this power.
A "blue sky" law patterned after the Kansas law, and 
requiring investment schemes to undergo examination by 
the state board.
Prison reform, with the abolition of the prison con­
tract, the establishment of a binding twrine factory for 
the more desperate men, and the purchase of a large farm 
for the'training in agriculture, horticulture, and manual 
training of those prisoners who are willing to be helped 
to an improved view of life. The dependent wives and 
children*of the inmates of the state prison should not be 
deprived entirely of a father’s or husband’s earning 
power, but a certain portion of the regular hire, as well 
as overtime earnings, of the prisoner having a mother, 
wife, or child dependent upon his labor, would be devoted 
to the support of*those innocent people.
W. K. Thompson, Chairman.
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2 . POPULIST PLATFORM2
Adopted by tlie State Convention, July 30, 1912
Aur ora, !!ebra ska
The platform, which, was adopted without a dissenting 
vote, endorses the nominees of the democratic party, 
state and nation, and contains the following p lanj&s :
The ob j e c t of th e p opu 1 i st par ty b e ing r ef orm an d 
not offices, it has sometimes nominated its own presi­
dential candidate, but when it has seemed that reform 
could be more effectually advanced by so doing, it has 
not nominated a candidate, but supported the candidate of 
some other party. This year it nledges its undivided and 
earnest support to Woodrow Wilson, and we urge the popu­
lists to vote only for presidential electors who will vote
for, Wilson and„Marshall, believing that the reforms that 
we have long advocated can be best advanced by supporting 
these candidates.
We hereby pledge our hearty support to our candidate 
, for United States senator, Aston C. Shallenberger; our 
candidates for the lower house of congress, our candidate 
for governor, John H. Morehead, and the candidates for 
the other state offices.
We favor the direct election of the president of the 
United States, by the people, and an amendment to the 
constitution that wilM abolish the electoral college.
We recommend that such a change be made in our school 
laws as to alio?; pupils in our country schools to be 
taught s;s high as the tenth grade in their home schools.
We denounce the system which results in the con­
centration of millions of dollars'of insurance money in 
the vaults of eastern insurance contoanies, and which is 
the oasis of the money trust.
We favor universal suffrage.
The following was adopted at the close of the con­
vention:
We hereby approve and endorse the brave and heroic 
stand of our distinguished fellow citizen, W. J. Bryan 
in the Baltimore convention, thereby bringing about the 
nomination of W. 'Wilson for president.
J. B. Bishop, Nemaha Co., Chairman 
E. A. Walrath, Osceola, Secretary
%he Aurora Sun, Augurt* 8, 1912.
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3.. PROGRESSIVE PLATI- CRM 
(Radical "Bull Moose" P
Adopted by the State Convention, July 31, 1912 
Li in co In, Heoraska
The A. G. tray Mass Convention
The fundamental principles of free government are 
eternal. Political parties constitute the maciiinerv by 
wnich free government is administered. In the 1 2 4  ve^r* 
of its national existence the United States has had five 
political parties powerful enough to elect one or more 
presidents. It is evident to the student of politics;! 
hiSuory that t,he _two great modern parties have lost their 
motive power, and tneir days of usefulness are nearing 
an end. A political party divided against itself can­
not stand. there are now two factions in each of the 
° —d political parties with a well marked line of divi­
sion between them more clearly established and distinct 
than the principle of separation that has existed be­
tween the old republican party and the old democratic 
party during the last twenty-five years. The time has 
come for the progressive elements in each of the old 
parties to now unite under the banner of the new progress­
ive party.
If there ever was a righteous demand for a new party 
it is in this year of our -Lord, 1912. Both the derno- 
cistic and republican parties are controlled by the bosses 
and the special interests. For .proof of this, look at 
Barnes, Root, and Penrose at the Chicago convention, and 
Murphy, Ryan, and Parker at the Baltimore convention.
All honor to such men as Governors Hadley and Johnson for 
the heroic fight they made at Chicago, but the fact 
remains that President Taftfs renomination was accomplished 
by such nefarious means that if allowed to go unchallenged, 
government of the people, by the people, and for the 
people must ultimately perish from the earth. Hats off 
to Colonel Bryan, who, like a gladiator, put several 
Tammany tigers out of commission temporarily by forcing 
the nomination of such a man as Uoodrow Uilson for presi­
dent at Baltimore. But there were too many tigers. They 
forced Colonel Bryan to accept a man for vice-president 
who was elected governor of Indiana by the1 same interests 
that have been fighting Mr. Bryan for years. Count the 
number of times the vice-president has succeeded to the 
presidency on the death of the president, and it must be 
e.dmitted that due precaution was not exercised at Balti­
more in the selection of a candidate for vice-president.
A party cannot be truly progressive when the roll
^The Nebraska St she Journal, August 1, 1912.
call snows that a majority of its delegates in a 
national convention named as their first choice for 
president, a man whom the acknowledged leader of such 
party was forced for good, and sufficient reasons to bolt 
in the face of instructions for such a majority candi­
date. The mere fact that such a man as Colonel Bryan 
could, under the advantage of the two-thirds rule, by 
his physical endurance, by his moral courage, by his 
matchless power as an orator, by his unrivaled skill as 
a debater, by his masterly art as a parliamentarian, force 
the nomination of Woodrow Wilson, Is not sufficient 
evidence that Congressman Underwood and a reactionary 
congress have been converted to the progressive cause.
The paramount issue of this campaign is not ho?; to 
save either the republican party or the democratic party. 
If the republican party is saved, the steam roller of 
1916 will be even more effective than it was in 1912. 
Sereno Payne has publicly declared that the rules of the 
republican national committee are superior to the laws of 
a sovereign stare. There is little hope then, for re­
forming the republican party In the nation. Waiving the 
danger of Governor Marshall’s nomination, the democratic 
party is reactionary, and will continue to be so in the 
national a,flairs In spite of Colonel Bi’yan and Governor 
Wilson.
The campaign of 1912 is not an ordinary political 
contest. It is not a question of expediency*, but of 
morality* not of policy, but of honor; not to save the 
democratic party or the republican party, but to serve 
our country; not what is best for this camoaign, but the 
thing that will stand, the test of time and" square itself 
with eternal justice.
Therefore, we believe the new progressive party 
should be organized in every stare" of the union, dedi­
cated to the proposition--no north, no south, no east, 
no v;est--and founded on a patriotism that loves and 
cherishes alike, ev ry foot of our soil and every state 
of our union.
We believe in the initiative, the referendum, and 
the recall. We believe that women should have equal 
suffrage with men because it is right and just that they 
should have it. We would place postmasters under the 
rules and regulations of the United States civil service 
commission, and thus make fitness the sore test for ap­
pointment and promotion, instead of through political 
favoritism as under the present spoils system.
We consider the man who gains or holds office by the 
bribery of patronage as guilty as the man who buys office 
in cold cash.
We Insist on a square deal for farmers, wage earners, 
and common business men, in the revision of the tariff 
and In tiie regulation and control of all trusts and 
corporations.
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V.'ev believe that if the right man is nominated for 
president, and the right man Is nominated for vice-presi­
dent at the national progressive convention to be held 
at Chicago next week, that the progressive voters of all 
parties will do the rest by getting together as they did 
in 1,860, when Abraham Lincoln, a Henry Clay V/hig, and 
Hannibal Hamlin, a Jackson democrat, were elected presi­
dent and vice-president on the national republican 
ticket.
Let us believe with Lincoln that there should be a 
patient confidence in the ultimate justice of the people. 
There is not better or equal hope in the world. The 
rightful authority on all vital questions of government 
rests with the people, and a, fair opportunity should be 
afforded them to act thereon. Truth" and justice will 
surely prevail by the judgment of this great tribunal of 
the American people.
No great movement can make great progress without a 
great leader. -Ve have the great movement in the pro­
gressive cause, and we shall have the great leader.
There is but one man who mull be seriously considered 
at the national progressive convention at Chicago next 
week as the candidate for the presidency of the United 
States— that man is Theodore Roosevelt. He has been the 
courageous champion of the plain people all through his 
public and private career. His achievements for the 
people is the reason for their faith in him. In the 
force with which he appeals to the people he stands un­
rivaled among the great men of this time.
We instruct our* delegates to the national progress­
ive convention which meets in Chicago, Monday, August 5, 
1912, to cast their votes for Theodore Roosevelt as the 
nominee of the new progressive party for president of 
the United States.
If the new progressive party is to be greater than 
any man; if it is to be nation-wide with sectionalism 
obliterated; if new political alliances are to be formed; 
if old political land marks era party prejudices for the 
last half-century are to disappear and be swept away; if 
the new progressive party is to live and render service 
worth while to the country, its candidate for vice-presi­
dent must be other than a former republican, must be other 
than'a partisan and factional follower of Colonel Roose­
velt. He must be a progressive democrat with years of 
service to his eredit--not service as an office holder 
necessarily, but service with voice, pen, and vote in 
promoting progressive democracy. He must oe a man who 
knows that the democratic party in spite of all Colonel 
Bryan and Governor 'filson can do, is now, and will con­
tinue to be, reactionary. He must be a man whose ideas 
and ideals will appeal to the progressive democrats of 
the east as well as to the democrats of the west.
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he instruct our delegates to the national progress­
ive convention to work for and to vote for sucii a man 
as the candidate of the new progressive party for vice- 
president of the United States.
Therefore, we appeal to all progressive voters of 
Nebraska, regardless of past political affiliations and 
alliances, who believe in the principles of the new pro­
gressive party, to unite with us at the polls in support 
of these principles ana the nominees of the new progress­
ive party in November, 1912.
Judge A. R. Uray, Chairman
Jasper L. McBrien, Temporary Chairman
John C. Sprecher, Secretary
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4. PROGRESSIVE PLATFORM 
(Radical "Bull Moose")
Adopted by the State Convention, September 5, 1912 
Lincoln, Nebraska
The A. G. Uray Convention
he, the progressive party of the state of Nebraska, 
in convention assembled, hereby endorse and.reaffirm the 
platform adopted by the progressives in national conven­
tion assembled in Chicago on August 5, 1912. he regard 
this platform as the greatest document ever written in 
the history of American politics.
We believe in the principles set forth by our great 
leader, Theodore Roosevelt, in his confession of faith 
before that convention, and we.pledge ourselves to embody 
those principles in the statutes of the state of Nebraska, 
as far as it is possible to do.
We believe in a permanent non-partisan tariff com­
mission, and we demand that those schedules of the present 
tariff which have already been proven exhorbitant be im­
mediately reduced.
While we believe in the strict enforcement of the 
Sherman anti-trust law, and the prosecution and imprison­
ment of all violators thereof, we do not believe that 
this will settle the trust problem, and we believe that 
a non-partisan industrial commission should be created, 
with the same power over the monopolistic trusts that 
the interstate commerce commission has over the rail­
roads, because we do not believe that the common oeoole 
of the nation will permanently permit any set of men to 
control the output of any commodity, as well as the price.
We believe that the oeoole who elect presidents 
have the right to nominate them, and we cali^upon con­
gress to speedily enact a general presidential primary 
law.
We believe in the direct elections of United States 
senators.
We cannot ignore the fact that all over this land 
there is a growing distrust of the federal judiciary, and 
we demand that congress enact a law limiting the power of 
inferior federal courts to set aside statutes of sover­
eign states, and we advocate the passage of a law that 
will require the president of the United 'States, in send­
ing to the senate a nomination for federal judge, to send 
therewith all the endorsements, written ox* ox*al, of said 
candi da t e and obj eo t i ons there to.
We believe in a thorough revision of our public road 
laws, looking to a more efficient system of road admin­
istration, to the end, that the .farmers may have better
%*h.e Nebraska. State Journal, September 4, 1912.
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means of transportation from tlieir farms to the markets.
We believe in equal suffrage for women, and we pledge 
the progressive party of Nebraska to do all in its power 
to bring it shout.
YVe favor the enactment of a uniform marriage and 
divorce lav;.
Yv'e view with apprehension, the fact that practically 
every home fire insurance company has been forced oul of 
existence during the past two years, and that the ten­
dency is to monopolize both fire and life insurance to 
the detriment of’ development of home Insurance for 
Nebraska. he favor the" enactment of such insurance 
legislation that will preserve to the policy holders 
their fair and equitable rights, and we favor a law that 
will provide for "a more direct control of fraternal in- 
suranc e cornpani e s by til e ir mernb er s .
Y'/e favor the enactment of a ."Blue Sky" law, to the 
end, that our people may not be robbed by promoters from 
this or other states.
We favor the creation of an immigration agent and 
publicity bureau to the end that our vast areas of till­
able land in the wesuern part of the state may be brought 
to the attention of the landless people elsewhere.
We object to the interference of federal officeholders 
with conventions and primaries, and we believe that a 
law should be passed," taking the entire post office 
department out of politics.
Y/e favor the use of our public school houses for the 
discussion of all subjects concerning the public wel­
fare, both economic and political.
Y/ater power in Nebraska is one of the great natural 
resources,*and control is still within the power of the 
state. We believe that if properly developed, cheaper 
power can be found, and great manufacturing centers*built 
up. We believe that laws should be enacted, and if 
necessary, a constitutional amendment adopted to the end 
that these great natural resources of the state should 
be conserved and developed in the interests of the people 
of the state.
We believe in the short ballot as necessary for the 
preservation of the direct primary law.
We believe In the initiative, referendum, and recall, 
and the non-partisan board of control of our state in­
stitutions under civil service regulations, and we call 
upon 8.11 people of the state to vote for the constitu—- 
tional amendment providing for direct legislation.
We believe and declare that the rights of the indi­
vidual should always be exalted and placed above property 
rights, and that all honest labor and toil should be 
justly compensated.
We also favor first and second choice voting at 
primary elections; official publicity pamphlets; stale- 
wide registration; stringent corrupt practices acts and 
the limitation of the use of money in campaigns.
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We specifically endorse the five constitutional 
amendments submitted to the people by the last legisla­
ture, to wit; The initiative and referendum, legisla­
tive term and compensation, non-partisan board of control, 
bi-annual elections and home rule for cities.
Judge A. R. Wray, Chairman
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5. PROHIBITION FLATFORM5
Adopted by tiie State Convention, July 50, 1912 
Line oln, r!ebra ska
The prohibition party in convention at Lincoln, 
Nebraska, July 30, 1912, recognizing G-od as the source 
of all governmental power, makes the following declara­
tion of principles:
First— We heartily endorse the national platform 
adopted at Atlantic City, July 11, 1912, ana commend and 
pledge our loyal support to the national and state 
tickets.
Second-r-ITe favor laws abolishing the beverage liquor 
traffic with a party behind them for their enforcement.
We 'condemn in unqualified terms the present Nebraska 
high license law as being a bribe to the voter? a total 
failure as a restrictive measure, practically impossible 
to enforce, and as being a bulwark for the liquor traffic.
Third— We favor equal suffrage for women on the same 
terms as men, and demand of the legislature the sub­
mission of a constitutional amendment for the same.
Fourth— We favor the election of United States 
senators by direct vote of the people
Fifth--We favor the initiative and referendum and 
recall, and endorse the proposed constitutional amend­
ment relating thereto.
Sixth— We declare that all laws against immoralities 
should be enforced by the party in power.
Seventh— We cordially unite all who believe in the 
principles herein expressed to support our nominees.
T. J. Schrohe, Chairman 
M. E. Bittner, Secretary
%ebraska State Journal, July 31, 1912.
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6 , REPUBLICAN PLATFORM—  "BOLTERS H^
Adopted by tlie State Convention, July 30, 1912 
Lincoln, Nebraska
Resolutions of the republican oolters at Lincoln,
July 31, 1912; Judge Slabaugh presents the following 
resolutions.
Y/e, the duly chosen delegates in republican conven­
tion assembled, reaffirm our devotion to the republican 
party, commencing with the administration of Abraham 
Lincoln, and coming down to the administration of 
William H. Taft, the party of free soeech, free soil, 
and free men, and the party of true progress and achieve­
ment .
We pledge our support to the candidacy of William H. 
Taft and James S. Sherman and all the other candidates on 
the republican ticket who uphold the name of true repub­
licanism, and who subscribe to and support the platform 
adopted at Chicago by the convention, and the candidates 
of the convention.
With ill will towards none, we protest against the 
use of the republican name by any assemblage which denies 
to republicans the right to join with us in furthering 
republican principles and republican candidates as enun­
ciated by this and the national conventions.
E. C-. LlcG-ilton, Temporary Chairman 
A. W. Jefferis, Chairman of Convention 
0. B. Unthank, Temporary Secretary 
Charles Dort, Temporary Secretary 
Luther p. Ludden, Temporary Secretary
°The>Omaha daily Bee, Morning, August 1, 1912.
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7 . REPUBLICAN PLATFCUUI 
( MEul 1 r:oose" 3ranch)
Adopted by the State Convention, July 50, 1912 
Lincoln, N ebra ska
The "Aldrich-Yeiser" Convention
In convention assembled, the republicans of the state 
of Nebraska reaffirm the fundamental principles enun­
ciated by the founders'of the party. Briefly stated, 
these principles are: Individual liberty, equality of
opportunity, and the right of the whole people to dic­
tate the policies of the government. Belief in, and ad­
herence to, these basic principles, is the only badge of 
membership In the republican party, and the only true 
test of fealty. Vie deny the right of any individual or 
class of men to set uo as a standard' of republicanism 
the supportsof any candidate, rather than adherence to 
these fundamental principles.
Y/e believe in a permanent non-partisan tariff com­
mission, and we demand that those schedules of the 
present tariff which have already been proven exorbitant 
be Immediately reduced. Y/e admit that the Payne-Aldrich 
tariff bill was not a fulfillment of the platform pledge 
of 1908, and we call upon the republicans in congress to 
assist in speedily redeeming that pledge.
bhile we believe in the strict enforcement of the 
Sherman anti-trust law, and the prosecution and imprison­
ment of all violators thereof, we do not believe that 
this will settle the trust problem, and we believe that 
a non-partisan industrial commission should be created, 
with the same power over the monopolistic trusts that 
the interstate commerce commission has over the rail­
roads; because we do not believe that the common people 
of the nation will permanently permit any set of men to 
control the output of any commodity, as well as the price.
Y/e believe that representation in the national con­
vention should be based upon republican votes, and not 
upon population. Y/e are unalterably opposed to the 
arbitrary bossism of any party committee, either state 
or national, whereby the will of the majority of the 
party is subrogated to the will of the minority; and we 
believe that the rules of the national committee should 
take their seats immediately upon election. he further 
believe that our prirn.sr'y election laws should be so 
amended that the members of the state central committee 
should be elected by the people, and not by conventions.
Y/e believe that the people who elect presidents have 
the right to nominate them, and we call upon congress to
7'The Nebraska State Journal, July 51, 1912
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speedily enact a general presidential primary lav/,
Y/e believe in the direct election of United Sta.tes 
s enstors.
Y/e cannot ignore the fact that all over this land 
there is growing distrust of the federal judiciary, and 
ve demand that congress ensct a law 1i.m1ti.bg the power 
of inferior federal courts to set aside statutes of sov­
ereign states; and we advocate the passage of a law
that will reouire the president of the United States, in
sending to the senate a nomination for federal judge, to
send' therewitn all the endorsements, written or oral, of
said candidate and objections thereto.
Y/e believe in a thorough revision of our public road 
laws, looking to a more efficient system of road adminis­
tration. to the end? thaw the farmers may have better 
means of transportation from their farms to the markets.
Y/e believe in equal suffrage for women, and we pledge 
the republican party of Nebraska to do all in its power 
to bring it about.
The republican party of Nebraska points wit- pride 
to the fact that all the progressive legislation in the 
last legislature of this state was procured only after it 
was forced through a democratic majority by a progressive 
republican minority, and thawtne republican governor of 
this state was called upon, by his veto, to prevent vi­
cious legislation by the democratic majority from becom­
ing law.
. e favor tne enactment of a uniform marriage and 
divorce law.
Y/e favor the enactment of such insurance legislation 
that will preserve to the policy holders their fair and 
equitable rights, and we favor a law that will provide 
for a more direct control of fraternal insurance com­
panies by their members.
Y/e favor the enactment of a "Blue Sky" law, to the 
end, that our people may not be robbed by promoters from
this or other states.
Y7e favor the creation of an immigration agent and 
publicity bureau, to the end, that our vast areas of 
tillable land in the western part of the state may be 
brought to the attention of the landless people elsewhere.
Y/e object to the interference of federal office­
holders with conventions and primaries, and we believe 
that a law should be passed taking the entire post office 
department out of politics.
Y/ater cower in Nebraska is one of the great natural
resource^ and control is still within the power* of the
state. Y/e believe that if properly developed, cheaper
power cam be found, and great manufacturing centers
built up. Ana we believe that laws should be enacted,
and if necessary, a constitutional amendment adopted to
the end, that these great natural resources of the state
should be conserved and developed in the interests of the
oeoole of the state.
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We believe in the short ballot as necessary for the 
preservation of the direct primary lav/.
We believe in the initiative, referendum, and the 
recall, and the non-partisan board of control of our 
state institutions under civil service regulations, and 
wc call upon all the people of the state to vote for the 
constitutional amendment providing for direct legislation.
We believe and declare that the rights of the indi­
vidual should always be exalted and placed above property, 
and property rights, and that all honest labor and toil 
should be justly compensated.
Chester H. Aldrich, Chairman 
J. C. Schobel, Secretary 
C. H. Slama, 'Secretary
Adopted by the State Convention, July 50, 1912 
Lincoln, Nebraska
Allegiance to the principles of international
socialism and the national olatform of the socialist
party of the United States.
Abolition of private titles and.private property 
rights'in public utilities.
Complete governmental and collective ownership and 
control and management of all public utilities.
Home rule for all municipalities.
Equal rights of suffrage for both sex.
Abolition of the senate.
Abolition of the injunction.
Abolition of the power "usurped by the supreme court
of the state and nation" to pass upon the constitution­
ality of legislative enactments.
Direct legislation, initiative, referendum, propor­
tional representation and power of recall.
No more title to water rights to be granted to privat 
individuals.
Right of the state to condemn and take over the pub­
lic use of any privately owned land or water rights, and 
purchase same at its actual value; said value to be deter 
mined by adding to original cost the value of improvement
All lanc^ condemned for taxes, to be purchased by the 
state.
The right of all owners of public utilities to assess 
their own property, and the right of the state to pur­
chase some at its assessed valuation.
A graduated income tax.
Exemption from taxation of all personal property up 
to the amount of §500.
State life in stir since at cost, also state insurance 
against loss by fire, hail, storm, and lightning.
Fro vision by the state for the mairlenance and educa- ‘ 
Lion of dependent children up to the age of 16 years.
Old age 'pensions.
The right of any unit of society, such as cities, 
towns, etc., to own, operate and control, or engage in 
any kind of industry which concerns the citizens only of 
said social unit.
Abolition of child labor for children under 16 years 
of age.
Employer*s liability for injuries or sickness re­
sulting from conditions of employment.
Limitation of hours of employment to forty-eight 
hours a week.
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Right of labor unions to peaceably strike, picket 
or boycott in time of labor disputes.
Opposition to the commission’form of government as 
adopted by the state legislature.
A demand that the school buildings of the state be 
thrown open for all public meetings, social, educational 
and political.
Collective ownership of the trusts and their demo­
cratic control by the people.
C. R. Oyler, Presiding Officer 
Dr. L. W. Morsman, Secretary 
Glen H. Abel, State Chairman
APPENDIX H
STATE-WIDE PRESIDENTIAL FOLd-
Taken by The Nebraska State Journal Closing February 15, ISIS
Candidate First
Choice
Second
Choice
Taft 510 520
Roosevelt 1,720 474
LaFollette 571 759
Cummings 9- 1 2 2
Beveridge 1 0 52
Harmon 80 15
Wilson 50 117
Clark 16 75
Bryan 1 1 1 75
Falk 15 82
Socialist 2-5 2
Prohibition 55
— - - - - - - - - - — - — - - - -  - - - - - - -  — — «-■ 4
5
—  —  . . .  i i
^The. Sunday State Journal, February 18, 1912, p. 6B
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APPENDIX I
EXCERPTS OF NEBRASKA PRIMARY LARS, 1905, 1907, 1911
1. Referring to National Convention Delegates
Chapter 46, Primary Elections.
Section 5864
In the years that a president and vice-president are 
to be elected, there shall be elected delegates to the 
national conventions and members of the national com­
mittee of the several parties.
Section 1 a.
Four delegates shall be elected by the voters of the 
state at large; the remainder of the delegates shall be 
equally divided between the various congressional dis­
tricts in the state, and the district delegates shall be 
elected by the voters of the various congressional dis­
tricts in the state. Nominating petitions for delegates 
at large to national conventions and for members of 
national committees, shall contain the names of not less 
than five hundred electors of e,?ch congressional district 
of the party which such delegates and committeemen are to 
represent; and nominations for delegs.tes to national con­
ventions from congressional districts shall be sufficient 
if signed by five hundred (500) electors <£ the party which 
such delegates are to represent.1
^Session Laws, Nebraska, 1911, p p . 216-17.
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2. Referring to tlie Nebraska Supreme Court Decision
Norrissey vs. ”/ait
Cliapter 52, Primary Elections 
Section 40, Certificates; filing.
When nominations are made by a convention or com­
mittee as orovided for in section c 9 of this act, the 
certificates of nomination to be filed with the secre­
tary of state, shai1 be filed not less than twenty-five 
days before the day fixed by law for the election of 
persons in nomination, and the certificate of nomina­
tion herein directed to be filed with the county clerk 
shall be filed not less than twenty days before election, 
and the certificates of nomination herein directed to 
be filed with the municipal clerk shall be filed not 
less than fifteen days before election. Certificates of 
nomination for a new party may be filed.with the secre­
tary of state or the county or municipal clerk twenty- 
five or twenty or fifteen days before the election, as 
the case may require.
Section 45, New7 Party
1. Electors may form a new party. They shall not 
adopt the name of any old political party or any word 
forming a part of such name. In order to form a new 
party, there shall be present at a mass convention, 
electors to the number of at least five-hundred in a 
state convention, one hundred in a congressional district 
or county convention, or twenty-five in any precinct, 
city, village, or ward convention, except in cities or 
counties having a population of fifty thousand or more, 
when at least two-hundred shall be required to partici­
pate.
2. Such convention sha.ll adopt a warty name, and 
electors to at least the number respectively above men­
tioned, and electors to at least the number specified 
shall sign an agreement to form such new party and 
support its nominees at the next election, and upon fil­
ing jguch written agreement with the.,, secretary of, state, 
cohnty, city, or village clerk, as the case may be, to­
gether with an affidavit of some Qualified elector that 
he saw all the persons whose names are signed to such 
agreement, s u b s c r i b e  . t}ae game, and he verily believes
them all to be Qualified electors.^
Session Lav;s, ra 1S07, no.
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3. Referring to the Nebraska Supreme Court Decision
State vs. lait-3
Chapter 66, primary Election
Section 25, Vacancy--filled by Committee
Should an 3r person, nominated either at a primary 
election or as otherwise provided for in this act, die 
before election, or decline the nomination, or should a 
vacancy or vacancies arise from any cause before said 
time, such vacancy or vacancies shall be filled by the 
majority vote of the proper committee of the same poli­
tical party. The chairman and secretary of such campaign
committee shall thereupon make, and. file with the oroter 
officer a certificate setting forth the cause of the
vacancy, the name of the person -so nominated, the office 
.for which he was nominated, the name of the person for 
which the new nominee is to be substituted, the place of 
residence of such person so nominated, and, if in a city, 
the street or number of the residence or place of business 
together with the name of the political party with which 
the party so nominated affiliates, and which said com­
mittee represents. Such certificate shall be signed by 
such officers with the names and places of their resi­
dences, and severally sworn to by them before some of­
ficer authorized to administer oaths.
Chapter 52, primary Elections^'
Section 43, Division of Party
In case of a division of any party, the secretary 
of state shall give the preference of party name to the 
convention held at the time and place designated in the 
call of the regular constituted party authorities, and if 
the other faction or factions shall present no other 
party name, the secretary of stare shall select a name 
or title and place the same on the ballot before the list 
of candidates of said faction. The action of preceding 
national convention of such party, regularly called, 
shall determine the action of the secretary of state, or 
the court, in its decision. The secretary of state may 
be compelled by peremptory order of mandamus proceedings 
to perform his duty in this regard.
^Session Laws, Nebra ska, 1905, p . 338. 
4-Ibid. , 1907, p. 223.
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Chapter 46, Primary Elections0
Section 5864; primaries, when and where held.
Provided that in the year 1912, and every four years 
thereafter, said primary election shall he held on the 
forty-fifth day before the first Monday in June, and 
said day shall he the first day of regisIra Lion of voters 
in all cities where registration is required. All of­
ficers whose nomination is provided for in this act shall 
in the years for the election of president and vice- 
president, be nominated at the primary to be held on the 
forty-fifth day before the first Monday in June, instead 
of at the August primary election, and all laws relating 
to the nomination of candidates at the August primary 
elections, shall apply to the primary election hereby 
provided, for.
1 b. then candidates for offices of president and 
vice-president of the United States are to be nominated, 
every qualified elector of a political party subject to 
this act shall have opportunity to vote his preference, 
on his party nominating ballot, for his choice for one 
person to be the candidate of his political party for 
president, and one person to be candidate of his poli­
tical party for vice-president of the United States; 
either by writing the names of such persons in blank 
spaces to be left in said ballot for that purpose, or by 
marking with a cross opposite the printed names of the 
persons of his choice, as in the case of other nomina­
tions .
Section 5866; Nomination papers— how prepared and signed.
2. A political party within the meaning of this act 
shall be an assemblage or organization of electors as is 
by the lav/ designated ae such.
APPENDIX J
NEBRASKAN FILES FOR PRESIDENT 
The Letter from Robert G-. Ross to Secretary of State Y/ait^
Deax* Sir.
file this Democrat filing a meaditly i will send the 
repubublenan and probitin and Socialist later on get them 
others fileed if you can i am entitle to first filing nock 
Rosevelt filing out the law dont say to file in 1911 but 
sneaks of 1912
Robert G. Ross 
Lexington, Neb.'
The Lincoln Daily Star commented;
It is strongly possible that La Follette and Taft will 
both withdraw when they hear he is in the Republican race 
also.
Ross had run at different times for half a dozen 
offices from governor up, but had never been nominated or 
elected to any of them. He was reported to be a day- laborer 
and the proprietor of a livery stable.
^The Lincoln Daily Star, January 20, 1912.
154
AIT ENDIX K
NEB11ASKA POLITICAL PARTY STATE CENTRAL COMMITTEES
1. Democratic
Selected by the State Convention at Grand Island, July 50,1912
Name Residence Name Residence
C. E. Eickel Cook T. S. Allen Lincoln
A. P. Young Nebraska City J . R . McCann 'Beatrice
VM N. Jamison Pap ill. ion pJL * • H. Kiene Deshier
C. E. Fanning Omaha B . Noehler Geneva
J. p. Butler Omaha A. P . Sprague York
George Rogers Omaha. p■t-> * ITA - ♦ Paine Grand Island
E. J. McArdle Benson F. A. Thomp son Clay Center
John J. Gillin South Omaha G. V Hutchison Red Cloud
Clark 0. Hanlon :Blair A. u Held Holdredge
Mark W. Murray Pender L. A. Dosher : linden
F . D . Hunk er Nest point J. J. Tooley Anselrno
P. F. 0 !Garra Hartington F. J. 0 1 Donnell Oneill
J. D. Hatfield Neleigh Georg e Gillan Lexington
H. D. Miller Stanton t • ?r / . Latham Curtis
C. T.M Gruenther -Platte Center .Robert Graham Cleman
E. A. Coufal ;David City G. v, *ih • Adam s Crawford
A. S. Tibbets Lincoln
■< ■---------------------------  --------- -I
VI. H . IhoLTo son, chairrnan
John C. Byrnes, retiring chairman
^The Nebrasha state Journal, July 51, 131
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POPIJ
Selected by the State Convention at Aurora, July 30, 1912
p* 3 CD 1 I ! i Residence
George Abbott Falls City
T . K . T ibble s Omaha
Frank Roth T ekama
B. K. Cummings Seward
A. Bloomfield Linden
J. A. F.obertson Joy
J . S. Canady —  —  — —  —
J. H. Grovesnor, chairman
Name I Residence
D. 0. Hoagland
1
1 Auburn
Or van do C ow1e s 1 "V al 1 eg
I. S. Bygland 1 Albion
V/. Cam-')bell ! Osceola
H. C. Palmer !Clay Center
F. 0. Embree iMerna
A. L . Jailing
5. PROHIBITION5 
Selected by the State Convention at Lincoln, July JO, 1012
C. E. Smith Falls City t n o . v . Fate
1
1 Jeering Late
J. L. Haggard Colon J . M . Rune ey ?Omaha
James Kill i > a u s a 1,’T. J. Brown | Fullerton
George Fitch Central City T. J. Schrode Bennett
J. D. Nesbit pawnee City Frank Kurt ( Aurora
Hans Hansen ^Hastings J. P. J enkins f Holbrook
R. L. Staole Ord i\
P. B. Gilbert, secretary
4. REPUBLICAN ''Bolters1'4
Selected by the State Convention at Lincoln, July 50, 1912
R. F. Reynolds Tecumseh A. L. Tidd
7-- — — — — — —
i
i Plattsmouth
F. I. Shotwell Omaha Myron Learned , Omaha
E. F. Brailey Omaha A. L. J efferis .Omaha
George Brewer Omaha Oscar Samp son .Oakland
Bert LI apes Norfolk A. LI. Trimble Lincoln
E. J. Hainer Lincoln Anton Dredla Crete
E. Kreitsenger Grand Island B. R. Claypool . Orleans
John Wall Arcadia S. J. Leeks •Oneil
Robert C. Orr McCook F. S. Baird 'Chadron
J. H. Culver, chairman
^The Lincoln Daily Star, July 51, 1912, p. 5.
°The Nebraska State Journal, July 31, 1912. 
4
Ibid.
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5. REPUBLICAN "Bull Moose" 5
Selected by the State Convention at Lincoln, July 30, 1S12, 
the r,Aldrich-Yeisern Convention
Name Residence Name ! Residence
H. D. Windham Plattsmouth E. E.
fi
Carpenter ] Lowell
I . D. Clark Papillion J. T'.T 'A < 9 Fuller j Butte
C. A. Goss Omaha C. E. Cr.nnon j Ansley
L. V. G-uye Omaha J. R. MeCarl jMcCook
John 0. Yeiser Omaha E. L. Hevelone jBeatrice
J. Schoonover Aurora A. R. Ensign j Gandy
Bruce McCulloch Omaha R. S. Rising I Ainsworth
M. C. Grover Kennard Charles Li. Leod I Stanton
J. J. Elmers S. Sioux City S. n Reese I Randolph
Bert Brown Wayne H. L.t. Williams Stromburg
Stanley Malley Cedar Rapids G . McConaughey Holcir edge
W. Husenetter Linwood F. i—-.r . Waters St. Libory
H. M. Busline 11 Lincoln M. T. Gar low Columbus
L. E. Gruver Uni. Place Ed Ferneau Auburn'
TP TCHi • ■* i. • Bee Fairbury nJ.'* • M. Aiken ; Fairmont
I. D. Even s Kenesaw M. T . Johnson *} Upland
Epperson, chairman^
5Th e N ebr a ska S tat e «j o urn s. I , July 31, 1012.
qA. C. Epperson was chosen chairman by the flBull Moose11 
state central committee. The Omaha Daily Bee, Morning,
August 15, 1912.
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6 . REPUBLICAN 1908-191S7
(Before the Division, on July 30, 1912)
Name He sidenee Name Residence
Edgar 31 o b o p £ Auburn S. LL Rurnham Lincoln
M. T. Harrison Dunbar 0« E. Elder North Platte
E. F. Bralley Omaha E. F. Edgerton Lincoln
A. p. J efferis Omaha Dr. F . Wilcox Hubbell
*vi. J—■. Learned Omaha Anton Dredla Crete
A. C. pane oa'st South Omaha W T Farley Aurora
E. R . Guerney Fremont « Heusinger Grand Island
F. d ! V/igton Lyons 0. Me Conaughy Holdredge
J. C. McNish Wisner D. C. Johns Burwell
VM H. Needham Bloomfield J. R. MeCarl McCook
G-eorge Wertz Schyyler J. II. Lynch Bridgeport
Carl Kramer Columbus B. E. Kendricks Wahooip rp Varney Ansley George Coupland |Elgin
G-eorge Lyon Nelson A . D . Spencer Barnston
F. A. Marsh ;Seward H. G. Thomas \Harvard
F. A. 
E. H.
Shotwell 
Boyd
i
Omaha
AHiancea
N. P . McDonald !
j
Kearney
J . L.
f
Kennedy, chairman.
(
Taken from a letter in governor1s vault. Eox en­
titled, ''politics III No. 84" Capitol, Lincoln.
^Feimeau, Jefferis, McNish, Dredla, MeConaughy, and 
McDonald were members of the executive committee.
APPENDIX L
NEBRASKA STATE POLITICAL PARTY EXECUTIVE COMMITTEES
1. Selected by the Progressives: A. G. Wray Lass Convention 
Radical "Bull Moosers" Lincoln, July 31, 1812^
P.e si hence Name j Residence
A. G. Wray i(Chairman) J. L. Lc-rimi (Lincoln
Nathan Herriam 'Omaha _ John C. Sprecher»Schuyler
C. B. Manuel -i Kearney0, *
Selected by the Progressives A. G. V/ray Convention, "Radical
Bull Ivloosers," Lincoln, September 3, 1912
“f
F. P. Corrick ♦Lincoln Don I,. Love (Lincoln
!(Chairman) •
Don C. VanDeusen* Blair L. C. Lawson j Clarks
F. B. Tepton -Seward Vh p. Kail (Holdredge
J. P. Gibbons -Kearney
T^lie Omaha Evening Bee, August 1, 1912.
^N. C. Fratt, G. L. IClingbeil, and Nels p. Hansen, 
all of Omaha, along with F. p. Corrick of Lincoln assisted thi 
committee in making the call for the A. G. Wray convention, 
Sent ember 3, 1912. The Cmaha Evening Bee. August 23, 1912.
"'■-Lincoln Daily News , Sept eraber 6 , 1912 .
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APPENDIX M 
ILLUSTRATIONS AND MAPS
1. Distribution of Party Vote by Counties'1*- 
Nebraska,.1896-1920
Year Counties Reoublican •Democrat Progressive
1896 90 23 67
1900 90 55 35
1904 90 90 0
1908 90 45 45
1912 92 1 73 18
1916 Q 1 1 82
19 20 q 93
--
o
^Edgar* Eugene Robinson and Margaret Byrne, "The Presi­
dential Vote, 1896-1932." Stanford University, California, 1934.
aThe 1912 figures from Morning; World Herald. November 
26, 1912, p. 8 .
1 6 0
161
CD
to
rH rH
CD CO CQ 
Vi
I—I CQ LQ (—1
CO CQ I— {
CQ
CVJ
CO t o  t o  rH  rH  rH  CQ LO CQ CO O  O  ^  rH  t >  
rH ,H
co to to tQ LO
I—1
CQ
scji
i—!
03
rHI
CO
CL>
ft
o
ucd
£
•H
Jh
L1.J
■Hi—I 
O'J
CO 
i—E
ft
02
d
U)d
<
ft
P-«
H
ft
ft
CO rH CQ to O  ft to 00 CO rH CQ LO CD tO LO t'O to rH CO CQ LQ ft
0.,' t o  i I CQ CQ rH  CQ rH  to  rH  CQi—1 i—I
CO 2> 
CQ
CQ CQ £>• H  tO O  CQ H  ^  CQ LO CO 
OQ CQ CO to
CQ
CQ
O  H * c'Q H  tO  00 CO Cy LO 0Q CO !N  CO CO Q ) CO CO rH  to  '*Q 03 CO H  ! >  O  OQ H
Eft 0 0  CO CQ CO to t o  rH  CO H  Q ) O  CQ H  H  0 )  ^  CO ' O  LO CQ rH  LO CO O  LO LO
rH  'O' H O  CQ f t  CQ CD CO f t  tO  f t  CO LQ CQ CD LO f t  LO co ^  O  H  bQ O
rH i—I i—I i—I i—i i—! i—i i—! rH
H O C O N H O O O Q H ^ ^ C Q  LO CO CD Eft 0s- 03 CO 00 O  CO LO OQ ft Lft 
03 CQ i I O  CO LQ LO CQ f t  CQ Q'J ft1 CO CO CD ft CO CO CQ CO ft CD H  H 1 O  lO  H
— J i—4 rn  <~H fd'J rvi : r s ^  : > k/-\ft E> i—I i—I H  CQ f t  CO f t  CQ H  f f t  H  L.Q tQ  O  LO f t  CQ CO O LO CQ rH  CQ CO CO
i ! i—I t —i i—I i—I i—I
ih
p
<oH
D
Ol
ft CO
ft
LO <D H 4 O  CD rH  LO CQ CO O  CO LQ CQ CQ f t  LO r~i LO CD rH  rH  CD 
i—I CQ i—! CQ rH  f t  i—| rH  f t  CQ
CD
la
aS
00 ft rH  f t  LQ rH f t  f t  LQ f t  CQ CO CQ rH
i— !
to CQ rH  ft LO to
i—I i—I
<D
"+-I
O
£
o
02
•H
u
ft
oCD
CQ
CQi—!OQ
i—i
CD
rH
rH
♦H
fn
rv
o
I—1
±h
tn
ft
cd
ft
co OQ 
rH
rH to
co to
tQ  OQ
t o  rH  rH  CQ O  f t  f t  H  CQ CO CO rH  CD rH  rH  rH  CQ rH  f t
CQ CQ i—! f t  LO LQ
CO rH  t o  CD O  f t  00  f t  CO C Q  CQ CQ O  tQ  Q * CQ LQ l O  00  f t  f t  LO
rH  rH  CQ CO 00 O  0 3  CO ' Q ' C O W O O t N C D O C O H ^ C Q O W O N
CD O  <0 03 03  CQ f t  CQ rH  00  CO rH  f t  CQ f t  f t  00  CO CQ CQ ft
rH
ft CQ 
to o
O  CO ft' O  CQ CD ft rH 
i— I i— I CO LQ CO CQ LO ryj
rH
03
CD
CO CD CQ 00 O ft CQ CO ft f t £  -9 rH f t ft OQft CQ O 1— 1 CD lo­ CQ H 00 CQ x,' Cvi CQ LO to no
CO rH 00 CQ IO co i—1 ft LO ft LQ LO CQ i—1 r>_ CQ
i—i rH i—1 rH r_!
CQ 
CD »H 
P  r~*
dO
o
a>
CD
P.. p
O u CD d
CQ i—1 d a> d CD PQrd as CD r-• r-H •H cct3P P a 03 O >> O
rd a u cd r—1O o o<lj <t{pq pq pq PQ CQ PQ
oi—i
cd
ft
f t
d
CD
?-« r"3 £ oO cd P
(D U CD in CD cd CD P 02 o d CD
rH CQ td
rd
CQ U H  > 3  ft •H P o CD 02i—i o oQ
P CQ cd CD CD Cd rH r~H 02 • ,it—H is <D X rd
P cd CD f t ft f t  rH o d d cd cd cd d •H o
PQ O  O  O  O  O  O  O  O  O  f t f t f t ft ft ft
CQ
"A
bs
tr
ac
t 
of 
Vo
te
s 
Ca
st
 
19
12
" 
an
d 
"A
bs
tr
ac
t 
of 
Vo
te
s 
Ca
st
 
19
14
"
on
pa
ri
so
n 
of
 
Ne
br
as
ka
 
Co
un
ty
 
Pr
im
ar
y 
Vo
te
, 
19
12
-1
91
4 
Co
nt
in
ue
162
u
02
.. -..... ■ ^  ^  02  rH  t o  iN  CQ"CQ”rH C Q " C Q "o 'rH 'lT ) "cXT” ""CQ' W ..... ' to  h ' co "
LO CQ to rH rH CQ rH rH LO CD
CO CQ
O  CQ LO r-H CO CO i—1 CQ IN- [—1 0  2 i—f LO CQ <=4 00 rH  CQ CQ CQ 0 0  i—I
A CQ rH ,—! t o  rH
. CQ rH  IN- CC' O  tO  CO rH  O  02 IO 0D CQ~”o i—1 0D to CO 02 I n  lO rH rH 0D GD tO
3 i £s_ O H H O ) i—! rH CQ CQ rH  * 4 t o 1—1 CO H  H 4 i—1 02
P-i LO rH i—i rH
H 4
i—1
CD
rH . IN  rH  LO H 1 CQ rH  LO I T c b lO  rH 02 0D CQ O c>- o IN t-O tO CQ O IO
hH to CQ CQ CQ IO  i—1 CQ 0D t o  H 4 •=4 CO rH CQ rH«N • rH
CD1 P-,
rH __ -i, • ■. *___
+3 LO CO CQ tO  CD IN- LO CD 0D to  O CO £N- CO .CD H * co *vH CO 0D ■x_«e^i r-)CD 02 CO rH 0D
CQ iN- O ' LO t o  IN- CQ 02  rH  H 4 EO CO LO CD IN  O  IN  CO 02  <4 H 4 i—I Ik— CX) rH CO CO 02 rH CQ
3 « IN- CQ rH  IN- LO CO OD C2 rH  tO t o IN- CO CO rH  CQ 0 4 rH LO CQ CO tO rH o t-'j OD
U ) *> «N *> «N
3 CO rH rH I-1 rH CQ
<
CD o tO  rH  CQ CO rH  CO rH  ^  CQ CO CO rH Id i—1. CO o LO O  DO CO LO to I n ’ rH IO
CO £V>N  02  H * LO CO H  CO H  N  CD IN- ** J o CO rH CD CO -4 LO Z>- H 4 H 4 o o iN •H
od to CD H 4 CO IN  H 4 LO to rH CO iO CO CQ to tQ  rH to o O  H 4 H 4 CQ LO IN- rH  ,-H
rH CQ rH i—i lO  !—|
i—1
LO o : O  H 1 O  CO OD CD IN CD H 4 ■OD rH  O  H  OD LO rH  0D rH  CO tO  CO CQ CQ IN  tO CQ
H 4 to i—1 CQ rH  i—1 -4* t o CQ rH  * 4 'H* rH LO i—! i—1 CQ O' CO
CQ rH
CO
H4CO CO to IN- rH  CO to to CQ O  to - r H  H 4 LO O  rH 1-0 CO rH  CO CQ CQ 4 *
i—! i—1 !-1 1-1 1-1 <-1 i—1 i—I
CQ——.I P h rHr J
CD CO CO LO CO O  H 4 CO LO H 4 CD rH to CO LO Hr1 IN  CQ 7 7 CQ H4 m  H  4  H LO £n_ r—I
rH • LO CQ CQ ^ CQ i—t CQ to i—1 H 4 to LO to rH i—!CQ
CD
«H
I-1
p.
o
pd
H 1 LO ID  CO ^  O  CO O ' t o  ^  t o  02  O  co CD CD SN H  LO CD LO 00  CD LO
CO LO CO O  IN  CD t.o i—t CD CD LCD LO IN  H  4 H 4 O  LO CO tO  CO O  c.O LO
•CO rH  CO CO CQ CO IN  rH  02 LO CD CO LO rH  02 CO CO CO ^  LO H«N
LO
CQ <—I i—! CO
IO  IN  CO O  
CO CD LO
CO rH  CD CO H  CO O  O  O  CD CD CO 0 )  tO  O  H  M O  CO LQ LO IO  LO CD H 4 02 CO LO
02 O  LQ fr -  LO K j CO CO CO OD IO  LO CO CQ CQ LO rH  OD CO I O  CQ CQ O  00 CO LO O  C
LO tO  O  CO CO CO CQ CQ rH  CO LO tQ  CD IN- CQ LQ O  ^  O  02 M O  H  H  CO :0  CQ
O
rH
CQ i—! L G  i— 1
CD
CQ fn *H  02
cd o  i—I -rH
1 1 !>3 K rM H5
DO rd  rH 3  3
3  S3 H  cd o
o  3  H  <H <L,
02
tn
cd
rd 
i—I
S3 02 
<D -H
O’ <HH
u u
cd
U  >3  
0) +3 rH
Oh 3  CD rH
CQ L \ j  0 2  H  
O  r—I r 1 Cd
o
-pI— 1
•rH
cd
d
cd
I—I
Sh
cd
M
o
o
o
CQ , 3(D O D
1H f-3 i—I
cd - H  o
>•• H  i-»-t V~pH b-*H l-M
£j
o
CQ
u
02
O  
CQ
<+-• 3  
cm  ,3 
02 o
r-~>
0)
3
U
cd
02
<d 
3  
cd
tg:
O  . _  . . . . . . .
UJ h> ' d> W W  P} (3J
co i—!
Ph <d 
cd ,Q!h fr, 
02 -H
02
H 302 rH
3  Oo o
3  3  
cd *rH
Co
mp
ar
is
on
 
of 
Ne
br
as
ka
 
Co
un
ty
 
Pr
im
ar
y 
Vo
te
, 
19
12
-1
91
4 
Cq
nt
165
ro
CD
03
pr
H
OQ
CO 
1—I
a>Uj
PLrJ
P
■d
cd
fp
co
OD LO 03  03  CQ rH  rH  C -  -4 ' 03  H  H  rH  to  O  P  P 1 CQ CO CQ rH  O  CO ^  
CQ CQ <-i
i—I LO CQ i—Ii—I 03 CO P '1 LO CQ LO O Wst'CQ CO CQ
LO O
i—{ CO j—i rH
LO rH  p i  O ) CQ LO D - CQ LO O ' IO co o. 
CO
CO
X
LO i—i O  
P  CQ
to. toi—i i—!
LO CQ 03 
tO  rH V* o'
CO t o  rH  CQ
I— {
I—IO - CO
I—I
CQ o
CQ
LO
CO
to CO LO CQ CQ 
c -
p
to  CD o  H  H  LO O'i O  OD
rH  O ' to LO co O  .CD CO IO
i—] C - C - i—I tQ  OD lO
CQ 1.0
o oO O' 
rH
LO
CQ
CD IO 
rH CO
to o
to
CQ
P
L J OQ i—I 
LO O  CO 
CO LO t o
i— 1
LO i—| 
20 CQ tO
rH  CO CO
P  CD 0  0  0 ) 0  
CD LO O  O  rH  O 1 
«H H  H  03  CO CQ
i—i
P
O  CO 
i—I CQ 
rH  CO
rH
c -  00
CD O
CQ O
i—I i— 1
CQ
CO
rH
e- oo 
r -  O
CO p
LQ I>  LO
LO r~t CO 
IO  LO CO
# N
I—i
CQ O  D— 
D - CD CO 
P  OO IO
CO O  LO 
P  0 )  CC 
O ' P  CD
i—I
cd co H  
co co to 
CO 00  CO
CO to EV to
p  CQ O ' rH
O' '-vj t’ j : .o
j—i OQ tO tO 
O  LO CO LO 
O  LO rH  t j
M O  H  tO  O  CQ 0 0  O  H  IO  O  CD rH  0  O - O  O  rH  CO O  O  OD t>- CO CO
i—I i—I i—I CQ i—I i—I i—t s i1 i—i i—i i—i i—i LQ to  (H
i—I i—I i—I i— 1 rH i—I i—!
Oj
CD p
•H o
-P OQ Pi—1 .-j 'Pi o
P q UQ CQ
o O OtH rHH •H
o O') |1h rj
O O O cd
O 04
D<J rH  
O  rH  
•H  *rH
fn u  
U SC. 
0) o
cd
CD p  
O  td
a a
O  CD 
Pd P4
CQ
(— 1 i— I
cd
,k i CD 
O O 
P  -P
OQ
CD C  
CD *H  
P rO
cd CD
OQ CD CD 
P, O -P 
rH  U  -P  ,’d 
CD CD cd i—I 
p  H  i—I O
o  Ah PH Ph Ph Ph PH P6 pd pd
H
£ p Ho o P
i—!CiJ OQ rH p
i—ird Ptrd Cd p p
•H
c3
Cu (D CQ rd cd o
L-’ cd rC ! P •H £ X _p(—iAd •H CQ cd -p Cd u rH P Prd O o i—! u P O P CD CD o CuCD O Cd cd cd CD CD rHrH <—1<-H •rH -P
P CD CD CD CD CD CD CD CD CD
CQ OQ CQ rH t o P 1 o f j cc P 1 P 1 LO o P 1 CO 1—t to CQ r~\ i—! pH CQ i—1 1—J
CQ CQ 1—I rH p"1
i—1
cq
i—I CQ to i—1 rH LO rH co" c l rH N to rH CQ P 1 CQ r—1 LO H
IH i—I i—! CO LO p^ i—i CQ1
OQ Ph
i—I
i—1 £N to D O to CQ LO to IO i—I CO to LO i—1 i—i LO P * OQ oo C LO oo i— i L* J O ' CQ to
•H
ro
P p i CD CD i—I CO CD CD c— rH t‘ j i— 1 LO CQ P< i—I CO H OQ ."APh i—1 P c - C - OQ
Pi L>- i—1 to D - O '1 CO to i—1 H * CO LO P 1 P< to rH o OO CO CQ OQ CQ tC; iH to
«£? i— I rH 1—I
LO O Od O 0> CO O') sH O) Cd co to CO LO CO CO O C Q H O O CO OQ CQ P CO
P - CQ r,> rH CQ :’"T^ CQ o i—I CO LO rH O t o CD LO p> o rH LO 1-0 CQ t'd L‘ ) (j d co bf'rJ rH CQ CQ O LO IN- CO CD rH D - rH o LO OQ CO CQ o to t-D LO i— ! LO 1—1 P h CO CQ to
Co
mp
ar
is
on
 
of 
Ne
br
as
ka
 
Co
un
ty
 
pr
im
ar
y 
Vo
te
, 
19
12
-1
91
4 
Co
nt
in
ue
d
184-
03
LO rH  ^  C -  05  rH  GO INi—) i—t i—i i—i
rH
ce-
i-i
p
CQ
P
eoq<U
CD 
I—I
I—I
rH
•H
Pi
Q .<4
05
P-!
M
CO
LO O
rH
03 to to c:
H  H
05 CO C'..; tO  i—I O  
rH  05  05'
05
O
*
rH
CD
EN
to
O'1
CO
to
05
CD tO  rH  tO  CO 05
i—I C'j i—1
CO
CD
to
LO C O  CO O 1 N N N  tO O
to IN  LO CO 05 H O j
CO H o LO CO to OD H O
rH
OQ
OQ
05
rH  O -
CO
CO IN  IN  LO 03 O  LO O  OQ|tO
a )  CO o  O  rH  rH  LO 05 H H 0 5
PC CO LO GO CO H 1 CO rH  COj O 4-
i—fj
I N
KD
O;1 CO 05 N 5 O  t o  rH  t o  OtO i—I CO i—{ (—f i—i i—{
PM 
I—I
a,
0 1 cd to CO 1—f LO 
rH
1—! 1 1 O 1 rH  IN  LO 
05 1—! 1—i
IO  rH  IN  O ' O f t o  OQ 05 LO
IN  IN  LO 05 OQ 05 rH  CD LO
f l  ©  ^  tO  LO H 1 LO Q3
rH  LG 05 IN  O  tO  O  OQ CQ
CD tO  05 O  03 tO  IN  CO CQ
P~< CQ rH  O ' CO CO IN  CO rH  LO
03
(13
■H
P
qqoo
q
0
q p
0 aO 50 u
Pi 05 p !o>c~*NH (D <D
CD cd 05 CD •H CD p 1—1 rH
S Ej 1—1 1—* r“lF* CQ CD & cdcd O 3 1—1 CQ i-’i CD u P
q 1r -H co' cd CD q 0 O
B E h Ih > io £H
IN
o
IN  
1—i
CO
i£ k .
IN
CDo
rH
CD
CO
05
L O
to
CD
00
>s
P
P. > i H
C'O P 00
r-,, Pi
c\3
p ,
q P , CD
0 >
•H P •H
P 05 CQ
•rH •H 05
rH CD
•H cd uq •H w
0 O 0
p . O bIP 03 L-C-i
■J CD P
P’S to*
P
Pi
cd
P i
P
q
CD
q
P p q
Pi P. CD
«3 03 0 .
p . P i 8 '
£ O
*d
q
cd •H M
0 P
•rH cd CQ
1—i Pi CD
P5 O rH
pi O O f
0 , O
a> CD CD
PQ Q
cd rO O
165
5. Distribution of Nebraska Party Vote 1900-20°
Primary
Party 19 00 1904 1908 1912 1912 1916 1920
Dem, 114,015 52,921 131,09§ 51,269
b
109,109 153,8:1? 119,608
hep. 121,835 138,558 126,997 78,957 54,348 117, 7vr 247,503
Prog. 72,776
P. Ind. 20,518 1,097
Poo . 1,104
Frohib. 3,655 6 ,323 5,179 583 3,419 2,952 5,923
Soc. 823 7,412 3, 524 1,707 10,219 7,14-11 9,600
Soc.Lab. 624 j
Totals 24}., 430 225,732 266,799 133,613 249,871
<
287,515 382,634
'“Figures for 1900-1904, and 1920 taken from Robinson 
and Byrne, "The Presidential Vote." Figures for 1908-1912 and 
19*16 taken from "Abstract of Votes Oast 1908, 1912, and 1916," 
. . . .Lincoln.
aThe populists endorsed Bryan.
^Democrat and People's Independent.
0
Republican and Progressive.
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right, 1913, by Harry C . Lindsay,- for the benefit of 
the state of Nebraska.
Public Documents and Retorts
Unoubli shed
Nebraska State Capitol, Lincoln, 
1908,H Secretary of State
Nebraska State Capitol, Lincoln, 
1912," Secretary of State
Nebraska State Capitol, Lincoln, 
1914," Secretary of State
Nebraska State Capitol, Lincoln, 
1916," Secretary of State
Nebraska State Capitol, Lincoln, 
Governor's Vault.
Abstract of Votes Cast 
s Vault.
Abstract of Votes 
s Vpult.
\j cv bst
Abstract of Votes Cast 
s Vaulo.
Abstract of Votes Cast 
s VpUlt.
Box Entitled III, No. 84"
New goao er s 
Daily
Lincoln:
Lincoln Dail.y News . 1912.
progressive Republican.
The Lincoln Daily Star. July 1911, January, 1913.
Democratic, Bryan.
The Nebraska State Journal, July 1911-January, 1913. 
progressive Republican.
Omaha;
Evening NorId Herald, July, 1911--January, 1913.
Democratic anti-Bryan, Gilbert N. Hitchcock, publisher.
Morning. Nor Id Herald, 1911-1912.
Democratic anti-Bryan, Gilbert M. Hitchcock, publisher.
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N evrs'oa') erg Continued 
Daily
O m p . h a :
The Omaha Daily Dee, (Morning) July 1911— January, 1913.
” "StsKdpat Republican, Victor Rosewater, editor.
The Omaha Evening Bee, 1912.
Stan&pat Republican, Victor Rosewater, editor.
Aurora, Nebra, ska:
The Aurora Sun, 1912.
New sip ap ers 
Weekly
Lincoln:
Tlie Qomrnoner, 1911-1912.
W. J. Bryan, editor and proprietor; R. L. Metcalfe, 
associate editor; Charles V. Bryan, publisher.
Cmanaj
Th e Ex am iner, 1912.
Alfred Sorenson, publisher.
New York;
The Outlook, 1913.
Theodore Roosevelt, associate editor.
Articles
Abbott, Ernest Kami in e, ifThe progressive Convention," The 
Outlook, August 17, 1912.
_________. "The Game at Baltimore," The Outlook, July 6, 1912.
The Outlook, April 19, Editorial on Democratic Convention.
The Outlook, April 19, "Bryan at Baltimore."
The Outlook. July 13, 1912, "The Democratic Convention."
Walker, Harry W. , "How Bryan Beat Clark," Charles W. Bryan’s 
account of inside moves that eliminated the late 
congressman.
